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INTRODUCTION 


India may be divided mto two pails, Ihe North and ihe South. 
From the remotest tunes, this division has been adopted by the 
Indians who have given the name of Dakshipa (DakshinApatha) 
or 'The South' to all the Country that extends from the Narba¬ 
da to the extremity of the peninsula. In this work, we shall 
use the word Deccan to designate the ancient Dakshipa, but 
with tliis little lestriclion, that the thiee Soulliernmost king¬ 
doms of Chola, ChSra and P.incjya, which have always lemamed 
a little isolated, shall be excluded. We shall therefore Call “The 
Deccan" the large tract of country which is bounded on the 
north by the Narbada and the Mahanadi, on the east by the 
Bay of Bengal, on the west by the Arabian Sea, on the south 
- by the Nilgin Hills and the Southern Peiipar (which reaches 
the sea near Cuddalore and which is the northern -boundary 
of the Choja country accoidmg to the poetess Auvaiyar). 

We have limited oui subject in extent; let us now proceed 
to fix a time-limit for it. “Ancient History of the Deccan ” 
means for us ° the history of the Deccan in ancient times ” and 


the words "ancient timc-H” denotes the 9 centuries extending 
from 261 B. C, to about 610 A. D, that U to say, from A&ka to 
Pulakrifm It. I'p fact, we have no historical document anterior 
to Aidka ; and so we shall begin our Jiisiory from the time of 
this king, about 261 B.C, {the Kaluga war). On the other 
iiunci, frtmi the time of PulaMn II, about 610 A. D, we have 
a large number of historical documents and the history of the 
D-ccuu h mostly known, It is therefore this historic period 
Between 261 B. C, and 610 A. D, that is denoted by the words, 

• " Deccan in Ancient times '* and that we are going to study in 
this- work. 

The only book in which we find some information on 
their subject is the " Bombay Gazetteer" Vol. I. Part II (1896) 
which contains (wo works: "Early History of the Deccan" 
by H. G. Bhaudai kar and " Dynasties of the Kanaresc Districts" 
by J. F Fleet. This book is well-known and there is no 
roccl to praise it here. But to day it has one defect : it U 
twenty-frva years old mid during this .last quarter of a cen¬ 
tury numerous discoveries have been made' and " The 
Bombay Gazetteer " V 6 I. I. Pm-t II. is not at all " up to date 
Besides, this book itself clocs not contain, strictly speaking, 
the History of the Deccan in ancient times. The portion concer¬ 
ning the ancient times is very succinct, for, in 1896, the num¬ 
ber of documents concerning it was small. Moreover, the 
Bombay Presidency docs not by itself constitute the whole of 
the Defect. .. f • • ' nfrj j 

W c may therefore *ay that today the Htatcuy of ii»c 
Deccan is quite a new subject. The student who avthItcs to 
M was tho H he Deecau between 261 B.C, 

: 610 A - Di ' - nut &*>*' ‘Vhat books (o donsuU. This his- 
(cry is lost in obscurity. Still it is not the documents that are 
WOng; for the* dynasty yf the .Kadambasalone, we have about 
•lurty copper-plates, We have also pleutv of information 
aboul the I^llavas and the Gangas*. Why then i s the chrono, 
logy of tirt»e. dynasties so. mysterious ? I thought thaLwhat 
was W:iiii«d most at the present time was to arrange the parts 
and make a whole work of it; I thought that a. complete 
and attentive .study oi all the documents we actually possess 
will Uirow a flqod of fight oh ih? darkness, bring orejer oqt of 
||abe and, lO'-short, give j^rth to, what, we havenolbaci lq 
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. ,.*.jthe present, (he Ancient History of tlie Deccan. 

., . Such a study fa- very important, as ft is the history pf 
'nine glorious centuries of this large country, the documents 
that we have concerning the Deccan of the tutdent times 
enable us to conclude that oil this period was 'tine of high 
civilisation und hiKtoriod celebrity. We'shall see -(Kar during 
fhe epoch of Mftka, the Deccan was not at all uncivilised. The 
art of writing was known a long time before it and the inscrip¬ 
tions of Aiuka were read and understood very well at Hint 
time. From a military point of view, the Deccan was never 
more powerful than at the time of fyifakar$is who, without 
doubt, succeeded many times in vanquishing the kiugs of rhe 
northern countries and annexing -a part oi their territories 
From a sculptuml point of view, the Deccan, like the North, 
was inspired by the Greek and Roman arts and the marbles of 
Aniaravati can he compared to the sculptures of Gaud bant, 
If now we consider the monuments, the Deccan is much 
superior to the North. If we compare the ancient monuments 
of Northern and Southern India we lind that the North is 
relatively poor. In the Deccan there is. a very large mi other 
or sculptured rocks at Udayagirfc Junnar, Ellora, Naaik, Kart- 
hiri etc. And speaking only of the chief of them, which are 
the monuments In flic north that will bear comparison With 
the grand Cbaitya at Karl 1 that is equal in its dimensions to the 
G^rth-c Cathedrals, nr with the monaateries of Aja^ mto HreJr 
marveflouk painting ? There is, It js true, die great Stftps at 
Sanclii, but this monument is irt Rhilsa near Deccan ; it may 
even he considered a monument of the Deccan, since ifs fcat&S- 
frade which is the cause of all its celebrity has been sculptured, 
as evident from tu\ inscription, by the workmen of one S-'ii.i- 
fiWR; toat is to say, a king of (he Deccan. Writing die history 

of the Deccan therefore means writing the history of the 
fey. " . most remarkable monuments of India. ‘ * '* ... 

If we look at a map we find that the Deccan is art im¬ 
mense country, almost one half of India, If we examine the 
monuments, we shall have the certainty that this country has 
enjoyed a high degree of civilisation and if we bear in mind 
that the history of the Deccan in ancient times is the history 
of nine glorious centuries, we cannot but conclude that tfiiii 
history is well worth studying and that if must come out of the 
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almost complete obscurity in which it lias remained up to the 
present day. 

This book is up to dale as far a* the documents available 
in India up to the end of 1919 arc concerned. 


f- 
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CHAPTER I. 


THE EARLY KIXGS 

5 1. A^oka, 


One of the well-known events m the history of A$6ka 
is the conquest of Kalinga which probably took place about 
261 B. C. and it is not astonishing to find an inscription of 
A^oka at Dhauli. This town situated in the delta of the 
Mahanadi is in all probability the ancient Tosali, capital of 
the kingdom of Kalifiga; for, according to Mr. Haraprashad 
Sastri, Tosali is etymologically identical with Dhauli. It is 
not more astonishing that there is another inscription at 
Jaugada (Gan jam' District, Madras Presidency), as t'his place 
certainly formed part of the kingdom of Kalinga (concerning 
the Kalinga edicts, see Ind. Ant., Vol V, pp. 82-102; see also 
Arch. Surv. Southern India, AmarAvati, by Burgess, pp. 114-25). 

The discovery of an inscription at Soparft (Thana District, 
Bombay Presidency) near Bombay, has proved that the north* 
west of the Deccan as well as the north-east where Kalinga is 
situated has been under the domination of A^oka. B.ut the 
discovery, in 1892, of the inscriptions of A£oka near Siddapura, 
in Mysore, which have immortalised the name of Mr. Rice, 
has caused very great surprise. They did not, in fact, think 
that the empire of A^oka- extended up to the southernmost 
part of the Deccan. One'vepyirnportant point in the history of 
India was thus well established. So, the discovery, (see Hydera¬ 
bad Arc ha? logical Series No 1) only a few year? ago, of an 



Inscription at Mnski (Lingsugur Taluq, Raicbur District) in the 
State of Hyderabad lias caused no surprise. 

The Siddapura edicts (near Brahraagiri, in Molakalmuru 
taluk; see Ep. Carn. Vo!. XI, MK, 21, 14, 34, and Mysore 
and Coorg from inscriptions by Mr. Rice, page 11; see also 
Fleet, J. R. A. S., for 1903, page 829 and J. R. A. S., for 1904. 
pages 1 and 355) present certain peculiarities which have been 
pointed out by Biihler and especially "the particular uncouth 
form of W with its abnormally large upper limbs" (which «.*• 
occurs in the inscriptions on the crystal prism from the Bhatti- 
prolu sthpa, Ep. Ind. Vol. III. page 135). These details are yen' 
important. One is indeed led to believe that the edicts were 
engraved by the emissaries of A&ika who came from the 
north, but that the people of those distant countries, where 
the edicts were published, understood very little of those 
inscriptions that were written in n language and an alphabet 
almost unknown to them. We may also suppose that at the 
time of A^oka the people of Mysore were almost savages. 
On (lie contrary, the Siddapura inscriptions prove that South 
India . had a Special alphabet which Biihler has called 
"Dravidi " and that .the art of writing was known manv centu¬ 
ries before A^oka, for, in the III century B.C. the alphabet 
of the South has had time to varv from that of the North- 
Besides, the special alphabet used in the Siddapura inscriptions 
proves that the edicts of ASoka were engraved by some South¬ 
erners who must therefore have understood the language of 
A£6ka and attained as high a degree of civilisation as the 
northerners. . • 

It is almost certain that A&*ka led only one expedition, 
that to Kalifiga. But how did the rest of the Deccan come 
under his domination ? It is to be supposed that, at the acces¬ 
sion of A§6ka, the whole of the Deccan except Kalinga was 
already in the possession of the Maurvas. There are also, in 
Mysore, certain legends about the Mauryan king Chaudragupla 
(sec "Mysore and Coorg from inscriptions" by Mr. Rice). We 
may also suppose that the rest of the Deccan quietly submit¬ 
ted on hearing of the conquest of Kalinga. Be it as ii may, 
it is certain that .the wTiole of the Deccan was under the 
suzerainty of A^dka and that, consequently, the political 
"unity of India was a foil accompli, twenty-two centuries ago. 



§ 2. Kubtoa of Bhatfipiolu. 


In the year 1892, Mr. A. Rea deposited in the Madras 
Museum six large Slones of l he caskets I ha I he had discovered 
in tiie centre of the dome of the sttipa at Bhattiprolu (Rcpalle 
taluk, Giuitdr District) near the mouth of the Krishna (see 
G. O., 18th June 1892, No. 423). These inscriptions were 
written in an alphabet whicli Bdhler (page 39 of the Appendix of 
Ind. Am. Vol. XXXI11) considers to be very old: "immediately 
after A&ka or about B. C. 200” (see J. R. A. S., 1892, p. 602. 
"A new variety of the Southern Maurya Alphabet by G.Buhlor"). 
One of these inscriptions (No. 1338 of LQdcrs’S List) says 
•that “at that time, Kubiraka (Kubcraka) was king" (see Buhler, 
Ep. Ind. Vol. 11, p. 323). * . w 

. We know nothing more about this king Kubdrar we do 
not know the name of the dynasty,to which he belonged and 
the extent of his kingdom. * * . 

• * 1 
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§ 3. ICbanivda of Kaluga. 

The Udayagiri hill is situated nineteen miles south of 
Cuttack in Orissa. The Jains have cut many caves there. One 
of them called Hatigumpha contains a famous -inscription 
winch has been decently copied and studied only in 1917 
(See Journal of the Bihar and Orissa Research Society, Vol. Ill, 
December 1917, pp. 425-507) 

This inscription dated the I65lh year of "raja-muriyakalc" 
which corresponds to the 13th year of the reign of Kharavda, 
king of Kalinga, gives us very valuable information about the 
reign of this king. He belongs to the Chela dynasty; he 
Vanquihed Salakarni and forced Bahapati, king of Rajagpha 
to flee to Mathura. Besides, the inscriptions in the Mancha- 
puri cave (see Ep. IncL Vol. XI11, p. 159, No. 13) mention 
(insc. No. I) the ciiief queen of Kharavela who was the daughter 
of King Lalaka, the grandson of Hastisaha (insc. No. 11), the 
king of Kalinga Kudfipasiri and (insc. No. Ill) the prince 
Vatfukha, 

The date 165 will be of very great value if we knew 
exactly the origin of the era that has been employed; unfor¬ 
tunately we have to remain content with a supposition; it is 
however probable that this era dates from the coronation of 
Chandragupta and in that case the year 165 will correspond 
to 157 B.C. 

The reading and the translation of the Kharavela inscrip¬ 
tion as given by Messrs. R. D. Banerji and K. P. Jayaswal, is 
open to some criticism; Mr. R. C. Majuindar (Ind. Ant. 
Vol. XLU, Aug. 1918, pp. 223 and 224) has contested many 
of these conclusions (see also: "Kharavela'' by Ramaprasad 
Chanda in J. R. A. S. ( July 1919, page 395). However 
Mr. Vincent A. Smith (J. R. A. S. for 1918, page 543, "New 
light on Ancient India") has admitted that king Bahapati can 
be identified with Eushyamitra and with Bahasalimitra of 
the coins and inscriptions, and he places the epoch of 
Pushyamitra in about 160 B. C. 

The synchronism of Satakarrti and Kharavela with Push¬ 
yamitra is enough, by itself, to establish approximately the 
date of the ancient kings of the Deccan. 



§ 4. The earliest Satavahana kings. 


No. 1. Satakarni of NanAghat.— Nanughat is a defile 
{the Nana pass) in the mountains to the east of Bombay. 
There is here a chamber cut in the rock to serve probably 
as a place of shelter for travellers. The walls of this cavo 
contain inscriptions (No. 1X12 of Lflders's list in Ep. Ind. 
Vol. X) and further there are remnants of some bas-rehefs 
representing certain personages. These bas-reliefs contain 
explanatory legends (Nos. 1113, 1114,1115, 1116, 1117, 1118 
of Luders's list). From these inscriptions Buhlcr (A. S. W. 
l.» Vol. V, p. 66) has drawn the following conclusions: Satakar¬ 
ni, king of Dakshinapalha and son of Simuka of the Satavahana 
dynasty gained many victories and performed the horse-sacrifice 
(A£vamedha) twice. After his death, his wife Naganika daugther 
of Maharathi [Tra]nakayiro [Ka|a] laya, the scion of the Angira 
family, was proclaimed regent during the minority of the princes, 
•the cider called Vedidri and the younger Sakti-Sri (Sati-Srimat) 
or Haku-Sri. Here wc have to note that an inscription at 
Nasik (No. 1141 of LGders's list) mentions the granddaughter 
of Mahahaku4ri (Ep. Ind. Vol. VIII, p. 91). As prince Haku&i 
was but a cliild at the time when the Nanaghfy inscriptions 
were written and his granddaughter was an elderly woman 
at the time of the Nasik inscription (her son Kapapapaka was 
probably a man at this time) the two Haku-Sris may be 
dentified with each other by supposing that there was an 
interval of about a century between the two inscriptions. -The 
paleography of the inscriptions seems in fact to indicate nearly 
this difference in age. 

The alphabet of the inscriptions in the Nanaghat cave 
seems almost to belong to the same epoch as that of the Kha- 
ravela inscription; and all the authors have admitted the 
possibility of identifying Satakarni of Nanaghaf with the one 
mentioned in the Kharavela inscription. / . 




No. 2. Krishna oi Nasik.-— In Nasik there is a small 
cave which seems to be the most ancient of all Ihik group 
of excavations that arc found in this place. An inscription 
(No. 1144 of Uders's -list and lip. Inch Vol. VIII, p. <>3) 
tells us that it was caused to be made by an inhul hunt of 
Nasik in the time of Rfitjan Kanha (Krishna) of the &td«tvalia»:i 
family. The alphabet of this inscription is analogous to 
that of theiNanagat and Udayagiri inscriptions. 

We must mention here that according to the Put-amis 
the dynasty of the Andhras (SUav&hanas) was .founded by a 
king name Sisuka, who had as his successors his brother 
Krishna and a third king called Satakarni. The name 3i$uka 
is possibly a modified form of the name Simula that we find 
in Nftnftgh&t, that his brother Krishna was lie of Nasik and 
that Satakarni was the one of Nanaghat. 


No. .3. Satakarni of Sanchi.— The grand Stupa at Siinchi 
which dates from A66ka has been restored and embellished at 
different times. The most interesting pari of it is undoubtedly 
the balustrade which has four magnificently ornamented gate¬ 
ways.!' he oldest of them (Archaeological Survey of lndiaj Re¬ 
port for 1913-1914, page 6) is the one in the south. . It is .also 
the only one that contains an inscription in which the name of 
a king is mentioned and this name, strange, to say, is Satakaqj,]. 
This inscription says, in fact, that an image is due to the sculp¬ 
tor of the great king {jHlakanji. Uufortunately, this name has 
been borne by a great-number of SAlavahana kings. We are 
however glad to have the certainty that this dynasty extended its 
empire up to filnlsa, namely the antique Vichsa, and that it was 
precisely under this dynasty that one of the most celebrated 
monuments of India was sculptured. The inscription has been 
reproduced only m fac-simile in Cunningham’s "Bhilai Topes” 
where it figures as No. 190. Biihler has formed the following 
Judgment (Ep. Ind. Vol. II. p. 8b) on the characters of the 
inscription; "they are almost identical \vilh those of the 
Nanaghaf inscriptions, and differ only slightly from the type 
of the characters of A&ka times." * 





There can therefore he no question of identifying this 
<?Atakarni with the later king Gftiitamipulra though this king 
probably reigned not far from Stftchi. The characters of our 
inscription are much too archaic. We cannot also Identify 
this f&takarni with those of the Udayagiri or Nannghnt ins¬ 
criptions. for it was Pushvamitra Ihatrefcncd at Bhilsft at this 
time. When, then, did SAiakarui of SAffchi reign ? it is 
probable that RhilsA. which was under the Mnuryns passed 
directly into the hands of the Stingos. II was the capital of 
the viceroy Agnimitra. We arc sure (Archeological Survey of 
India Report for 190R-1009, page 127) that later on KAutsi- 
puira-BhAgabhndra was thd king of Vidifta (Bhilsft) and a 
contemporary of Antinlkidas, If the Besnagar inscriptions, 
to which we nlludc, mean by KAsiputra BhAgabhadrn the 9<h‘ 
Sunga king, there is no doubt that Bhilsa remained in the 
possession of this dynasty till the 10th king, Devabhfimi, the 
successor of Bhagavata (Bhagahhadra) was murdered hv 

Vasudftva KAnva. 

It is not impossible that a 3atavahann helped Vasujlftva 
in his .usurpation and so appropriated the country of Bhilsa 
to himself. It must have taken place about 72 B. C. Besides, 
it is very probable that the Sakas invaded northern India 
in the middle of. the 1st century before our era; it is possible 
that this great conquest took place about 58. B. C; at this 
epoch the SfttnvAJianaff would have been driven not only 
from Bhilsa but also out of MahArAshtra. ' There is therefore 
room to think that the Jsatakarpi who is mentioned on the 
Sanchi gateway reigned at Bhilsa between 72 B.C. and 58 B. C. 
or in round figures from 70 to 60 B. C. I think that ths 
alphitbet-of the inscription and the style of the sculptures 
accord with each other to justify this date. 

The most ancient conis of the dynasty of SAtavAhanas 
have been found • in western India and are of the type that 
Mr. Rapson calls MAIwA fabric and which he thinks is "connec¬ 
ted with the early east and punch-marked coins of Eran" (sec 
Rapson: "coins of'Andhra dynasty" page 1, Nos. 1 and 2). 
These coins represent an elephant and a river and bear the 
inscription “Sri Sata" We may think that this king reigned 
at an epoch which is very close to that of SAtakarni of SAffchi, 




CHAPTER II. 


• The Saka Period op the History of tub Deccan 


§ l.Tho KshahaiAlas. 


To understand the history of the Deccan in the 1st century 
B. C. and the first (wo centuries A. D., we must know the 
history Of (he whole of India at this epoch; but that history 
is very uncertain even today; and we do not wish to force 
a theory upon our readers but intend only to set forth 
Onr personal opinion on this subject. 

In the II century B. C. the Sakn tribe that came from the 
north entered into Northern India; from that time they were 
intimately connected with another tribe, the Part Ilians, and 
had close relationship with Persia. In the history of ludia, 
the names of Sakas, Pahlavas and YavanffS are mentioned 
simultaneously and denote those foreigners that came from 
the north-western frontier. It is probably about 100 B. C. 
that ohc of these princes reigned at Taxila under the name 
of Maues. Later on, about 60 B. C., Azes. I ascended the 
throne. This king probably had a long and glorious reign. 
It was perhaps in his time that the Parthians and the Sakas 
conquered alrhost the whole of northern India and a portion 
of the Deccan. When the Indo-Parthian kings Azes 1, Azilises, 
Azes II, Gondopharnes werfe reigning over the Panjab, the 
rest of the empire was governed by more or less independent 
princes who bore the title of Kshatr&pas and Mahakshatrapaa. 
In the province'surrounding the Gulf of Cambay (Sqrashtrs, 



Ujjaln, AparAnfa) their reigned llir Saka king^ who were 
called Bhuiwaka and NahapAna. The Safes called Hagana, HagA- 
m4sha, RAjuvula, fSodnsa. Kharahostcs and Kalnl reigned at Ma- 
Ihursl in the valley of the Ganges. The £akas (BhOmakfy Naha- 
pftrta) that reigned over the country round the Gulf of Cambay 
(in Surashtra, Ujjain and Northern Deccan) belonged to the 
same family as the Safes (RAjuvula, £oi}Asii) of MathurA; this 
family was that of the KshaharAtas. In fact, tire NAsik inscrip¬ 
tions say that the Sakas who reigned in Northern Deccan belon¬ 
ged to the dynasty of the KshaharAtas and, they have discovered 
in 1910-1911 at GaneshrA (3 miles west of MathurA, in mound 
No. 2 (See J. R. A. S., year 1912, p. 122) a fragment of an 
inscription (fig. II, plate II) which contains clearly the word 
"ICshahai Atasa". 

Professor Rapsnn, who discovered the existence of the 
name Bhum.tka on the coins, has written: "considerations of 
"the tvpo and fabric of the coins, and of the nature of the coin 
"legends leave no room for doubting that Bhfimafe preceded 
"NahapAna" (Rapsnn, coins of the Andhra dynasty, page 
CVII1). These coins bear as insignia, either “the arrow, discus 
and thunderbolt" or “the Lion capital and Dharmachakra.” “The 
"coins of Blrirmakn seem to supply an important link between 
"the bronze coins of NahapAna and those struck conjointly 
"by the Pahiava Spalirisesand the Saka Azcs" (J. R. A. S. for 
1904, p. 372). -The insignia 'Discus, Bow and Arrow* con¬ 
nect these coins with those of Azcs I: “It may be compared (Rap- 
son, page CVII) with the rev. type “Discus, Bow and Arrow" of 
certain copper coins struck conjointly by Spalirisez and 
Azcs (Pcrcv Gardner, B. M. cat., Greek and Scylhic kings, PI. 
XXII., 4; C. Nehr, 1890, PI. VIf, 13). On the other hand, the 
Insignia Lion capital and Dharmachakra were those of the 
KshaharAtas of MathurA; and in particular the Lion pillar 
of Mathura Is well known. We know that the Pahiava 
Spalirises and the Saka Azes were kings of Arnchosia and 
SistAn. Azes I reigned in the PanjAb and it would not be 
impossible that he founded the Vikrama era which begins in 

58 B. C. ".he (A/es I) was reigning in the third quarter 

"of the first century B. C., while the probability that he may 
"have founded an era is also suggested by the abundance of 
"his coins, which denote hie pre-eminence among the' £aka- 

2 



- is — 

,w Pahlava sovereigns" (J. R. A. S. foi 1914, page 177— ,f 
-dale of Karjishka" by J. H. Marshall). We may therefore 
•place the jcign of Blu'miaka approximately in the second 
quarter of the first century B. C. (50 to 25 B. C.) 

The coins hearing the name "Nahap/lwTthat were rare at one 
time have become abundant since the d scovwy of a treasure con¬ 
taining 13250 coins at Jogh.iltembhi, ncir Ntbik (see J. B. B. R. 
A. S. Vol. XXII, Ait. XVI, page 223). This discovciy lias made 
*a complete study of it possible. It must lirst he noted that tlm 
coinage extends over a very long pcnod of lmv\ It is not possi¬ 
ble to give the exact number of years but it is certainly very 
huge. In fact, we may ohsci ve very clearly a certain ''evolu¬ 
tion" in the style of the coins. I'm instance, these coins con¬ 
tain two legends one in Greek and the other in Kharoshthi, 
but these two writings evolve inversely: when the legend in 
Kharoshthi is veiy legible, that in Greek is debased, and on 
the coins in which the Kharoshthi legend is debased the Greek 
legend is visible. Such an evolution can be produced only 
during a very large number of years. We know that with 
the lapse of time, Kharoshthi disappem ed, little by little, from 
the coinage of India, (sec J. R. A. S. for 1904, page 373.) 
Here 1 have to make another important remark. These coins 
bear an effigy which smelv n> not that of a single individual, 
since the nose is sometimes aquiline and sometimes sti.light. 
Further, the most ancient coins represent sometimes a young 
man, and sometimes an old man, as is the ease also with 
the less ancient coins. "The Rev. H. R. Scott ha9 pointed 
out that they exhibit an extiaordmary diversity, not only 
in apparent age but also in features; They cannot possibly 
have been portraits, in the hue sense of the word of, any 
single individual' 1 (Rapson, page CX). What conclusions die 
we to draw from these iemarks ? We cannot say it exactly. 
It Is possible that many kings called “’Nahap&na" have reigned 
in succession. But we may also suppose that there were 
only one oi two Nahap&nas, but that, aftci them, they have 
continued to use their coinage loi a long time. The Utter 
hypothesis will explain the cxtiaoidmary diversity in the 
effigies ; the most ancient coins bear the image of the Nahapana 
that reigned at this epoch and the less ancient ones contain 
the image of some figure made to varv according «to the fancy 
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of the coiner, 

The coins struck in the name of Nahapana resemble much 
those of king Rdjuvula (see the pJale facing the page 630 of 
J. R. A. S, for 1913). This is quite natural as NahapAna and 
Rujiivula both belong to the Kshaharata dynasty. But there *s an 
epigraphical detail which proves well the relationship that 
exists between the coinages of the two branches of this very 

Kshaharata dynasty: ".the letter H found on a coin of 

Khurahostes and on some of those of Nahapana." (J. R. A. 

S., 1913, p;ige 1013). Concerning the origin of this letter H 
we shall lie content with giving here the opinion of Mr. 
Thomas (J. R. A. S., 1913, page 1013, note): " 1 think this 
H to he not Roman, but Aramaic (It is no accident that it is 
found only on 3aka-Pah lava coins)". 

The coins bearing the name of Nahap&na contain the 
insignia "thunderbolt" and "arrow". Mr. Vincent A. Smith 
has wiitten ("Early History of India," 3rd. Edition, page 
218): "The arrow and thunderbolt of Nahap.uia'a coins connect 
him with the Parthians and the Northern Satraps Hagana 
and HagftmAsha (see Cut. coins in l. M., Vol. I., page 195)". 
And Nahapana is a good old Persian name (J. R. A; S. for 
1906, p. 211, No. 17.) 

A Kshaharata king named Nuhapana is found mentioned 
in several inscriptions engraved cm the rock-cut excavations 
in Mabarashfra, viz. at Kftrli, Nftsik and .Jimnar. These 
inscriptions say that the daugiher of Nahapana named 
Dnkshamitra, married a Saku (Ep. Ind, Vo!. VIII, p. 85) called 
UshavadiUa (RishabadaUa) son of Dinika (inscriptions Nos. 
1132 and 1134 of Lftders's list.) This princess and her 
husband made numerous gifts to the Buddhist monks and 
had many roc-cut monasteries dug for their.. Some of 
these grants were made at Pokhara (Ajmer) and at Ujdni 
(Ujjain) which proves that the dominion of .Nahapana 
extended over an immense empire comprising Guznr^t (Kutch, 
Surashtra, etc.), a part of Rajpulana, Majwa (Ujjain) auid 
all the northwestern part of the Deccan (Maharashtra). 

We may often estimate the greatness of empires by the 
beauty of their monuments. It is therefore probable that the 
reign of Nahapana was very glorious, as some of the monu¬ 
ments constructed during his re»gn are among the mc#t 



splendid in India. One of these is the Buddhist temple cut 
in the rock at Kirti, the immense nave of which equals in 
grandeur that of the Gothic churches. It is noteworthy that 
the monuments containing the inscriptions of Nahapina (at 
Junnar, Karli, Ntisik) arc all in the same style. This .style re¬ 
sembles much that of the balustrade oi the grand stupa at 
Safichi. We have already said that this balustrade was pro¬ 
bably begun between 70 13. C. and 60 B. C. It must certainly 
have taken a sufficiently long time to build, for, the style of 
the sculptures shows that the gateways may be anangecl 
Chronologically m the iolowmg oidcr: (1) Southern, (2) 
Northern, (3) Eastern (4) Western, (Archaeological Smvey of 
India; Report for 1913-14, page 9.) It is therefore piobable 
that most of the sculptures ot Simclii date fiom 50. B. C. to 
I. A. D. and that the monuments containing the miciiplious 
of Nahapana have been sculpluied shortly befoic the beginning 
of our era. • . 

Many of these inscriptions are dated; we have at N&sik 
(No. 1133 of Lftders's list) the years 41. 42 and 45. At 
,Junnar an inscription (No. 1174 of Lftders's list) that records 
a grant of Avamu (Aryaman), minister of Nahapana, give 
us the date 46. A reign of 46 yeais is rare; we may therefore 
suppose that these 46 years are not counted from the year of 
the coronation of Nahapana but from the beginning of a 
particular era. This supposition seems to be confirmed 
by some other documents. We know that the satraps of 
Mathura belonged to the dynasty ol Kshaharatae and, that 
one of them Raj uvula (Eanjubula) struck i coihs -sim ilar 
to those of Nahapana, and we may suppose that they were 
contemporaries. The son of this Rajuvula named Sxh'isa 
has left an inscription in Mathura (No. 59 of Luders’s list) 
dated in the year 72 [Amohini record]. Here there can be 
no doubt. Here it is question of the year 72 of a particular 
era, for, it is improbable that Soijasa reigned 72 years. 
Moreover, Mr. Dcvadalta Raiukrishna Bhandaikar has affii- 
. raea (page 275, Vol. XX of Vol. XX of the Journal of the 
Bombay branch of the Royal Asiatic Society) “I maintain 
that on similar palreographic grounds Nahapana must be 
supposed to be prior to Sd^asa" and we find a complete 
justification of this opinion in his paper ('A Rushan stone 
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inscription'). Thus Paleography proves that the inscriptions 
of Nahapana which arc dated 41, 42, 45, 46, are more 
archaic than the inscription of So^asa which is dated in 
the year 72. As these two princes belong to the same family 
of Kshahar&tas (j. R. A. S. for 1912 p. 122) and Ihc coinage 
of Nahap&na resembles that of Rajuvula, father of S6<J/tsa, 
it is natural to suppose tlul Nahapiina and Su^u«i dated 
their inscriptions from the same era. What can this era 
be? It is generally admitted now that the inscription 
of So<J4sa is dated from the Vikrama era winch 
begins in 58 B. C. if, then, the Vikrama era was no 
other than the Kslvuharata era, the inscriptions of Xalmp.'ma 
at Nfisilc and Junai- will he dated in the years 17, 16, 13 
and 12. B. C. These dates perfectly agree with the facts 
furnished by archaeology. We have said tlml the art ol 
the monuments of Nahapana at Karli and Nasik resemble 
fliat of Hie grand fslupa at Siinchi. It must be noted now 
that the art of the monuments of Nahapana differs much 
from the art of the epoch of Kanishka. The discover) of the 
casket in which Kariishka locked up the relies of Buddha lias 
proved, that in the lime of Kanishka, Buddha was represented 
with the head adorned with an aureole and the body dressfcd 
in a robe with long folds. It is thus that Buddha is very 
often represented at Ainaravati. We see nothing like it in the 
monuments of Nahapana. It will be too long to give here 
a detailed history of the evolution .of the Hindu art; \ye 
shall content ourselves with saying that we can approxi¬ 
mately determine the age of the sculptures from the ornamen¬ 
tation and the style. Wc think it is useless lo take up this 
question again, since wc have already developed this theory 
at great length in Vol. 1 of our work, “Arcb.uologie du Sud 
de ITnde” ,Vol. 1, Architecture. In the course of a series of 
tours that I made in the Deccan in 1910-11,1 collected 
photographs of the principal monuments in this Tegion 
and particularly those of Karli and Nasik. Illustrations 
intended to support the theory developed in chapters 1 & 11, 
(pages 15 to 49) of the book will be found in plates I to IX. 
That theory is the following: there is a difference between 
the monuments I hat are anterior to the Christian era and 
those that are posterior to it. The monuments of Natiap&na 



at Naslk and Karli arc of the same ifamily ns the stupa at 
Sanchi and ;u*e antciior to Jesus-Ciirist. On the contrary, 
(he sculptures of the epoch of Kanishkn, those of the lope 
at Amaravnti, the caves of Gautamiputra at Nusik and of 
Yajfia 5ari at Kanheii are posterior to Jcsus-Christ and are 
characterised by a very particular kind of ornamentation. 

In short, the coinage, palaeography and the style of the 
monuments prove, that, at the beginning of the Christian ora 
there reigned on the shores of the Gulf of Cambay one or 
more* princes bearing the name of Nahapana. A Nahapana 
who had Uohavadala for his son-in-law reigned in the years 
41, 42, 45 and 46 of an unknown era. There reigned in 
Mathura some princes of the same dynasty of Kshaharatas. 
These princes were: Hag&na, Hagamfbha, Raj uvula, Sotfasa 
Kharahostcs and Kalni, and they used a special era. If it is 
admitted that it is the Vikrama era (58 U. C.) we find that 
Sotfasi reigned in 14 or 15 A. D. which well coincides with 
the information furnished by arclueology (it is the opinion 
of the Director-general of Archeology, Mr. J. H. Marshall, 
see J. R. A. S. for 1914, page 986). The coins show that 
Nahapana was very nearly the contemporary of Hag&na and 
Hagamasha and so it will be a little before the beginning of 
the Christian era. This is in perfect accord with the supposition 
that the inscriptions of Nahapana are dated from (lie Vikrama 
era. However, "the question has not been settled" (Vincent 
A. Smith, the Oxford History of India, 1919, page 153, 
footnote 1). r ^, 

Who succeeded Nahapana or the Nahapanas? It is 
probable that about the year 20 A. D., Gondopharnes, king 
of the Pan jib, became master of a great empire that extended 
all over the west of India; he conquered Arachosia, Sind and 
the countiy near the mouth of the Indus; the successors of 
Nahapana were probably simple governors of provinces. 
On the death of Gonclophares this empire was parcelled 
out into petty principalities. The Punjab fell into the hands 
of his nephew Abdagases; Arachosia and Sind passed under 
the rule of Orthagncs who was followed by Pukorcs [con¬ 
cerning Orthagnes, see Gardner, page 109, PI. XXIII, 9; 
concerning Pacores, see gardner, page 110, PI. XXI11, 8] 

The "Periplus of the Erythraean Sea" gives a description 



of this region at it was at that Iim6. The date of ihis work has 
been determined recently by Mr. J. Kennedy (J. R. A. S. for 
1918, page 106). The Periplus mentions Maltchas who lived 
in 67 A. D. and died in 71 A. D. It is therefore probable that 
the. anonymous author of Periplus went on his travels about 
the year 70 A. D. The Periplus gives a description of the 
valley of the Lower Indus, which he called Skythia "which is 
governed, however, by Parthian princes, who arc perpetually 
at strife among themselves expelling each other” (Periplus, 
Ind. Ant. Vol. VIII, page 138). This description applies 
perfectly well to the state of Sind after Gondophares. The 
Periplus mentions two princes of the northern part of the 
Deccan : the king of Barygaza (B!iarukacha= Broach) whose 
name ends in “Imres' (Kennedy, J. R. A. S. for 1918, pages 
108 and 113—“Natnhanos-Nahap&na is a myth”) and ithc 
king of Kalliena (Kalyan) who was called Sandancs who was 
hostile to the foreigners. 

Cave No. 3 at Nftsik contains an inscriptions (insc. No. 2.— 
sec Ep. Ind. Vol. VIII, page 61, and Luders's INI No. 1123) 
which is well-known for the information that it gives. We 
learn that the king Gautamiputra Sri Satakarni "destroyed the 
Sikas, Yu von as, Palhavas, rooted out the Kshaharata race 
and restored the Satavahana family.” 

The inscription says further that Gautamiputra Sri 
Satakarni was king of the following countries : Asika, Asaka, 
Mujaka, Suratha, Kukura, Aparanta, Anupa, Vidarbha, 
Akaravanti. Since these countries once formed part of the king¬ 
dom of the Kshahuriitas, we may conclude that SAtakarni took 
possession of them after the destruction of the Kshaharatas 
(Suratlia«=Surashtra=Katliiawar; Akaravanti=Malwa; Apa- 
ranta=the region along the coast, north of Bombay.) 

The destruction of the Kshaharatas by Gautamiputra is 
fully confirmed by the coinage; in fact, out of 13250 coins 
bearing the name of Nahapnna that were discovered at Joghal- 
tcinbhi, there arc 9270 that have been re-struck by Gautamiputra. 
The re-striking of the Kshaharata coins by Gautamiputra is for 
us a very valuable information, for, we may then know for 
certain what kind of coinage the £atavahanas had at the 
time of the destruction of the Sakas. The obverse bears 
the "Lljjain symbol” and the reverse the symbol "ebaitya”. 
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From the fact that all the coin re-struck by Gautamiputra 
bear the name "NahapAna”, certain anlhors have come to the 
conclusion Hint it was UshavAdata own father-in-law that 
was vanquished: "Gautamiputra lulled Nahapfam". A closer 
examination of the coins proves exactly the contrary. Rev. H. 
R. Scott has made three ohseivatiomu (I) that the coinage 
bearing the name of Nahap:\ua extend over a very long period, 
since it had had the lime to evolve considerably. (2) The 
effigies arc of “extraordinary diversity" and "cannot possibly 
have been porhalts, in the tine sense of the word of any 
single individual" (Rapson, page CX). The-first two 
remarks show that, very probably, the coins bearing the 
name of Nahapana have not nil of than come from the 
Nahapana of the inscriptions so the coins containing the name 
of Nahapana cannot allow us to draw any conclusion con¬ 
cerning the Nahapana of live inscriptions. Rut the third 
remark is still more important. (3) “Judging from the 
Condition of the coins, I should say that they must have been 
a very long timelin circulation.before.being coun¬ 

ter struck" (J. B.iR. R. A. S. Vol. XXII, page 224). The last 
remark shows that, even if we admit that the Nahapana of 
the inscriptions has issued the most went coins of the whole 
group, “a very long time" must have elapsed between him and 
Gautamiputra. That is the opinion of Mr. Vincent A. Smith 
(Early History of India, 3rd Edition, 1914, pa|»e 217): “It is 
not necessity to believe that Gautamiputra Andhra fought 
with Nahapana peisonally. Study of the great Jogbaltembhi 
hoard of more than 13000 coins of NabapSna proves that 
the coinage extended over many years, although always bca- 
Ymg the name of NahapAna, who I believe was dead before 
Gautamipuirn extirpated his family or clan". Biihlcr and 
Bhagwanlal believed that they could read in one of the Nflsik 
inscriptions that Gautamiputra made a gift of a field belonging 
“till to-day" (till then) to UshavadAta. But M. Start (Ep. 
Ind. Vol. VII1, page 72) has proved that the word "ajakAliki- 
yam” means quite a different thing. Besides, the omission 
of NahapAna's name in mentioning the destruction of the 
KsliaharAlas in the N&sik inscription proves that Gautamiputra 
lias not cncounlred this great king. All the inscriptions of 
UshavadAta are in too archaic an alphabet for us to suppose 





that he was the contemporary of Gautamipulra. Again, in 
my work "Archeologie du Sud de I'lnde" Vol. I., I have 
shown by figure 19 (Viharas of NAsik) that the style of Naha- 
p&nu differs much from that of Gautamiputra; and these 
differences arc due to time, since there is ci'olntion of architec¬ 
ture [for instance the "bell-shaped" capitals have been replaced 
by the "pot shaped" ones. This transformation of the form 
of a bell into that of a sphere has needed at least one century]. 
Thus then, architecture and paleography perfectly agree with 
the coinage to prove that "a very long lime' has elapsed 
between the Nahapana of the inscriptions, and Gautamiputra, 
the destrover of the Sakns. 



5 2 . Chashtana, founder of the £aka era, 


During three centuries, Ujjain was the capital of a 
dynasty of kings whose genealogy begins thus:— 

Chashtana 

I 

JayadAman 

Rudradamaii 

I 

DAmajadasri 

i 

JivadAman. 

There is no room for doubting that RudradAmnn, 
the representative of the third generation reigned in 
130 A. D. indeed, in 1905-06. Professor Dcvadatta 14am- 
kpshnu Bhandarkar (Archieol. Survey Western India-Progress 
Report for 1905-06, page 35) has made very important 
discovery of several inscriptions of RudradAman dated in 
the 52nd year of an era which is incontestably (see J. R. A. S. 
1899, page 365) the 3aka era (78 A. D); they are the inscrip¬ 
tions of Andhati in Cutch. 

The text of the inscription is as follows: RAjna Chftshtanasa 
YsAmotikaputrasa rAjna RudradAmasa JayadAmaputrasa tfarshe 
dvipacbA^e 50, 2. (Progress Report, Archreol. Survey of 
India j Western Circle 1914-1915, 67). 

As the same text is reproduced in many inscriptions, 
it must be considered correct and there is no room to think 
that a fragment of it has either been lost or accidentally 
omitted by the engraver. Since we know from various docu¬ 
ments that JayadAman was the son of ChAshtana, the mea¬ 
ning of this text is certainly the following: ‘'In the 52nd year, 
in the reign of RudmdAman, son of JayadAman, grandson 
of ChAshfana and great-grandson of Ysamotika". Tins 



meaning has been accepted for the last 15 years. Very recen¬ 
tly, however, Professor Devadatta Rainkrishna Bhandarkar 
(Dekkan of the SAlavAhana period, Ind. Ant., Vof. XLVJ I, 
part DXCVI., June 1918, page 154, footnote 26) has proposed 
a new interpretation. According to him the inscriptions will 
be dated in I he common reign of C hash pm a and RudradAman 
who would have reigned conjointly: “at first, I was inclined 
"to supply “paulra&a" after YsAuioiikaputrasa and refer the 
"date to the reign of RudradAman (J. B. B. R. A. S. ; Vol. 
"XXI11., page 68) Mr. K. C. Majumdar of the Calcutta 
"University has kindly offered the suggestion that the date 
"has better be referred to the conjoint reign of Chashfana and 
"RudradAman". This interpretation is not possible: if here 
it was question of common reign of Chashtana and RudradA- 
man, the text would he "RudradAnnsa dm varshe" or some¬ 
thing else which will show that it was the reign of two 
persons; but here there is no possibility of any doubt; "RAjna 
RutlradAiuasa Jayad&inaputrasa varshe" can mean only one 
thing: "the reign of RudradAman". The inscriptions of 
Andhau are therefore dated in the reign of RudradAman and 
in the 52nd year of IheSaka era which corresponds to 130 A. D. 

We know (sec Rapson, page CXXIV), that JivadAman, 
the representative of the fifth generation, rcignfed (as MahA- 
kshatrapa) In £aka 100 which corresponds to 180 A. D. We 
may suppose that this king ascended the throne about 2 years 
l>efore it, in 178 A. D. and we may attribute a reign of 23 years 
to his father DAmajadaAri. We thus obtain the following 
chronology:— 

DAmajadadri, acc. circ. 155 A. D., 

/ J4-I | 

JivadAman, acc. circ. 178 A. D. 

1 request the reader to note that this chronology is not 
something imagined by me: if we open the book of Mr. Vincent 
A. Smith "Early History of India*' 3rd edition, we shall find a 
plate facing page 218, giving the chronology of Western Ksha- 
trapos; and we shall find there the same dates : DAmajadadri, 
acc. circ. 155 A. D.—Jivadaman, acc. circ. 178 A. D. I have 
therefore adopted the opinion of Mr. Vincent A, Smith which 
is certainly very near the truth. 

Wc know the coins of JayadAman as Kshalrapa, bht coins 



of this prince bearing the title of Mah&kshatrapa have not been 
discovered so far. If therefore we admit that Jayad&man did 
not reign at all or reigned only for a short time, we can 
conclude therefrom that the reign of his father Chashtana 
and his son Rudradaman have been long. But what is the 
duration of a long reign ? 

In die history of the Pallavas there is the example of king 
Nandivarman Pallavamalla who reigned for more than 62 years 
(T&ndantottAm plates, 58th year and Tiruvallam insc. No. 76 
of 1889, 62nd year) and was succeeded by his son Dantivarman 
who reigned for more than 51 years (TiruchchAnur insc. 
No. 262 of 1904, 51st. year). But such instances arc rare and 
we shall admit tiial a reign of average length is one of 25 to 
30 years and that a long reign may last from 35 to 40 years. 
So, if we allow that Jayatlfunan did not reign at all or reigned 
only a veiy short time and that the reigns of RudradAman 
and Chashtana were long, we gel the following chronology 

Chashpfna, acc. circ. 75 or 85 A. D. 

i 

Javad&man (was living cite. 110 or 115 A, D) 

I 

RudradAman, acc. circ 115 or 120 A. D 

i 

, DamajadaSn, acc. circ. 155 A. I). 

The only objection that has been made to the above chronology 
is the folowing: "The inscriptions of NahapAna arc dated in 
the Saka era." 

It is certain that Chashtana ascended the throne after the 
destruction of the KshaharAtas; an examination of the coins 
proves it (see Rapson, page 72, PI. X). When Chaspana bore 
only the title of Kshatrapa (var. b; PI. x: El and No. 259) and 
later on assumed the title of Mah&kshatrapa (Rapson, PI. X., 
No. 26o and ff.)\vc find on the reverse of his coins the symbol 
"chaitva with three arches” identically the same as that of the 
coins restruck by Gautainiputra. The symbol "Chaitya with 
three arches" on the coins of Chashtana proves incontestably 
that Chashtana was a Satrap of Gautainiputra after the 
destruction of the KshaharAtas. 

If then the inscriptions of NahapAna which bear the dates 
41, 42, 45 and 46 are dated from the Saka era and correspond 



lo 119, 120, 123 and 124 A. D. \vc must admit (hat Chashtana 
-ascended the throne after 124 A. D. 

Tliis supposition clashes with difficulties which have been 
exposed by Mr. Rakhal Das Banerji in a paper entitled 
"NahapAna and the Saka era" in the '•Journal of the Royal 
Asiatic Society" for 1917, page 273. 

We know that Chashtana reigned first as a Kshatrapa and 
afterwards as a Mah&kslialrapa. We have the coins of 
JayadAman only as Kshatrapa. So, these coins hear Ihu 
"Chaitya with six arches" instead of the "Chaitya with three 
arches" which seems to show that Jayadaman reigned as a 
Kshatrapa for a sufficiently long tune after the destruction of 
the KshaharAtas. (Rapson, page 76, N’o. 265 lo 268). But, if we 
admit that the inscriptions of Nahapana arc dated in the Saka 
era, there will be only an interval of five years between 
the inscription of this king dated 46 and the inscriptions of 
RudradAnian dated 52. Within these years (years 47, 48, 49, 
50 and 51), must have taken place : 

(1) Tlie end of Naliap&na's reign ; 

(2) The destruction of the Kshaharatas; 

(3) The accession of Chashtana as Kshatrapa, his reign 
as Kshatrapa, his accession as a MahAkshatrapa, and 
Ins reign as Mah&ksliatmpa ; 

(4) The accession of Jayadaman as Kshatrapa, his reign 
as Kshatrapa, and perhaps also his reign as MahAksha- 
trapa J 

(5) The accession of Rudradaman and (lie beginning of 
his reign. 

That ail these events took place within live years, it is not 
impossible, but it is not probable. It is not probable that the 
KshaharAtas were destroyed soon after the inscription at 
Junnar; it is not probable that the reigns of Chashtana, first as 
Kshatrapa then, as Mahakshatrapa and of JayadAman -as 
Kshatrapa and perhaps also as MahAkshalrapa have taken only 
four or five years; and it is not probable that Rudradaman 
ascended the throne exactly before Andliau inscriptions were 
engraved. 

A rash guesser may be allowed lo suppose that Rudra¬ 
daman ascended the throne only four or five years after 
the end of the reign of Nahapana. But for laying down 
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such a supposition he must entirely disregard all information 
obtained from the arcluculogy, numismatics, palaeography and 
philology of India. 

(a) Archaeology shows us that the architectural style, the 
ornamental design and the costumes of the personage.-* of the 
epoch of Nahapana clearly point to an archaic epoch very near 
the beginning of the Christian era and that it is impossible to 
place Nahapana in the 2nd century A. D; 

(b) Numismatics shows that Nahapana was the contem¬ 
porary of the Satraps, Magana and Hagamnsha, that the coins 
of Nahapana were in circulation for a very long lime and a 
still long period elapsed before they were restruck by 
Gaulamiputni; 

(c) Palaeography shows that the alphabet of the inscrip¬ 
tions of NahapAna is more archaic than that of SodAsa and much 
more archaic than that of Rudrctd&man. To say that the 
inscriptions of Nahapana are almost contemporaneous with 
those of Rudiadaraan and that there was only a five years’ 
interval between the reigns of these two kings is to introduce a 
monstrous anachronism into the palaeography of these 
inscriptions; 

(d) Comparative philology shows that all the inscriptions 
of Nahapana are in Prakrit whereas all the inscriptions of 
Rudradaman are in Sanskrit. 

Upon the whole, we arc not sure of the epoch of Nahapiuia, 
but we are quite sure that the inscriptions of Nahapana fire not 
dated in the Saka era ; and nothing prevents us from admitting 
that Chashpma ascended the throne between 75 and 85 A. D. 

But, then, can Chashtana be the founder of the Saka era* 
since the 1st year of this era corresponds to 79 A. D ? 

Some persons will say: "No, Chashjana lias not founded the 
t§uka era, because it was Kagishka that founded it.” It is 
therefore necessary to take up tiie question of the date of 
Kaniahka. 

This question is perhaps one that has been very hotly 
discussed and though it is not yet completely settled, it is 
much more clear today than it was 10 years ago. After the 
skilful excavations of Mr. J. H. Marshall (see J. R. A. S.; 1914, 
pages 973-86; and 1915, pages 991-16), it is not possible any 
more to place Kapishka before the two Kadphises. 

• 
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Besides, (he close resemblance existing between the coins 
0 / Kadphisds I. and those of Augustus and Tiberius docs not 
allow any doubt in regard to die approximate age of Ktijula* 
Kadphis&i. As Fleet says : "We do not dispute in any way 
the view that at some time closely about D^50, the sovereign¬ 
ty in the Kabul territory passed from the Greek king I-Ieirofteus 
to the Rushan prince Kow>ulo-Kadphi.sfts, whose son W£- 
mo-Kadphis£s then established a Kushnn empire in Northern 
India" (J. R. A. R., 1913, p. 969). 

We may therefore say now that it is certain that Kanishka 
did not come to the throne before about 75 A. D. 

This date maiks the earliest limit, but Kanishka might have 
ascended the throne much later. Very recently, a scholar 
(Inch Ant, Vol. XI.VI.—Part DLXXXVIII, page 26J) thought 
that lie had proved that the era founded by Kanishka was the 
Kalachuri era of 24# A. D. This is not possible. In fact, 
the reign of Vnsud6va, the last of the Kush fins, came to an end 
100 years after the heginnmg of the reign of Kapishka. 
Numerous inscriptions prove that VAsuclftva reigned at 
Mathura. It is ceilnm that this countiv over which extended 
the empire of Vftsudeva was occupied about 350 A. D. hy the 
Yaudhfiyas and the Nagas and it is probable that they 
reigned m this place nearly one century befoie they were 
subjugated by Samudra-Gupta. The capitals of the Nagaa 
were Mathura, K&ntipuia and Padm&vnii (or Pawfiya, at the 
confluence of the Sindhu and the Para). We know the name 
of 6ivanamcli (Archeological Survey of India, for 1915- 
1916) who was a predecessor of Ganapati NAga the rival 
of Samudra-Gupta. We have also coins of GapapatinSga 
■ (Bfthlcr's Grundriss, Ind. coins $ 101, PI. V, 2). Nagasfina, 

heir of the house of Padinavati, mentioned in Harsha-charita 
* t (page 221), (see J. R. A. S. for 1899, page 448), h:is been 

' identified by Mr. E. J. Rapson with the NAgnsfina of the pillar 

at Allahabad. We know also the coins (Ind. coins, § 301) of 
Prahhakara (J. R. A. S. for 1900, page 117), of Skandnnaga, of 
Devanaga (Cunningham, coins of Medieval India, pp. 23ancl 
24) and of Bhimanagn (Progress Report Arch. Snrv. Western 
Circle for 1914-15, page 60). 

The Yaudhdyas were formidable at the time of Rudra- 
daman; but the Girnar inscription tells us that they were 



vanquished probably shortly before the year 150 A. D. It is 
probably after the death of VA.sudiva that they established 
themselves in the MathurA region. We have a stone inscrip¬ 
tion (Gupta Inscriptions, No. 58, Plate XXXVI, B) found at 
Bijayngadh for B0jt'gn<lh, about two miles to the South West 
of ByAna, the chief town of the ftyanfl tahsil of the Bharatpur 
(Bhurlpoor) state in RAjputAnA] which has come to us from 
the Vaudhcyas and which enables us to know the geographical 
position of their empire. The alphabet of the inscriptions is 
intermediate between that of the last Kushnns and that of the 
first Gupta*-. We have also the coins of this dynasty (Cunningham, 
Coins of Anc. Ind. PI. Vf., 6-8) ; and the Yaudluiyas are 
mentioned in line 22 of the inscription on (he pillar at AllahA- 
bad (No. 1 of Gupta Inscriptions). The invasion of Samudra- 
Gupla took place in ilic middle of the IV centmy. If we take 
nearly one centurv as the duration of die leigns of the 
Yaudheyas and the Nagas, we find that VAsudeva ceased to 
reign before about 250 A. D. and that Kaniahka came to the 
throne before about 150 A. D. 

So the accession of Kanishka should be placed between 
75 A. D. and 150 A. D. 

We know that Knniahka founded an era and we have just 
seen that lie came to the throne between 75 and 150 A. D. Can 
Kapishka be the founder ol the Saka era which begins at the 
end of 78 A. D. ? I believe that I hi-, hypothesis is not probable 
for the following reasons : 

(1) If we admit that Kiijula-Kadplnses and Hcrmceusreigned 
about 50 A. D. and that Kamshka founded the Saka era in 
78 A. D., we have scarcely 28 years for the duration of the end 
of die reign of Vima-Kadphts6s fl) and the whole of the reign 
of Kujula-Kadphiifts (IJ). It is probable that Kadphises I. 
reigned long and died when he was about 80 years old. 
Secondly, the reign of Kadphisfis (II) was probably very long 
(at least 40 yeais); that is the opinion of Mr. Vincent A. 
Smith : “No definite proof ol the length of lus reign can be 
“ given, but the extent of the conquests made by KadphisAs 
'* II. and die large volume of his coinage are certain nidi- 
" cations that his reign was protracted. Cunningham 
" assigned it a duration of forty years." (Early Histoiv of 
India, 2nd Ed. page 239. foot note 1). 
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Again, it is not certain that Kanishka was the immediate 
successor of KadpliUte II. 

So, it is not possible that Kanishka should have come 
to the throne in 79 A. D. 

(2) We do not know exactly in what era are dated the 
inscription of the year 103 of Gondoplmres and the inscrip¬ 
tions of the years 113 and 122 of the Kush A ns; if we suppose 
that it is fcho Vikrama era, the dates agree so well with all the 
information furnished by history, palaeography, and the coins, 
that mast of the savants have accepted this hypothesis. For 
example, the year 103 of this era being the 26th year' of 
Gondopharcs, lie must have come to the throne in 19 A. D, 
And Gondophareo uses the tide "autocrator" which was 
introduced by Augustus and adopted by the Parthian . king 
Phraates IV (8 to 11 A. D.). Mr. Marshall has discovered 
Taxila (J. R. A. S., for 1914, pp. 973, 978) in the “Chir Sliipa" 
a document dated 136, which, in the Vikrama era, corresponds 
to 79 A. D., and the king mentioned therein is probably 
Kadplnsfrs 1, but certainly not Kanishka (see “Taxila ihsc. of 
year 136“ by Sten Konow, m Ep. Inch Vol. XIV., pp. 284 to 
288). This discovery is enough to shake the conviclian ol 
those that attribute to Kanishka the era of 78 A. D. 

(3) Mr. Sten Konow has shown recently (Ep. Ind., Vol. 
XIV., pages 141 and 290) that the Tibetan and Chinese docu¬ 
ments tend to prove that Kapishka reigned in the 2nd century 
and not in the 1st. 

(4) The scholars who thought that Kaijishka founded the 
era 78 A. D. believed also that lie introduced in India the Grreco- 
Buddhistic art in all its splendour. Rut when the reliquary 
bearing an inscription of Kanishka was discovered, one might 
expect that this work of art chiselled under the pious orders of 
the great king would be a splendid work of Greek art. Alas ! 
The sculptures are deplorably interior in workmanship and 
undoubtedly represent an art in full decadence. A further 
attentive study of the art of Kanishka has shown that this king 
did not reign certainly in the 1st century. 

(5) Mr. Sten Konow ha^ shown recently (Ep. Ind. Vol. 
XIV., page. 141) that the inscriptions of the Kanishka eiaand 
those of the 3alu eia are not dated in the same fashion : “It 
“ becomes impossible to maintain that Kanishka was the founder 



u of the SaJca era and used it in his inscriptions because then 
" it becomes unintelligible why he should have changed the 
“ way of expressing the dates". 

We shall therefore conclude that Kanishka is not the 
founder of the £■■ika era. 

The preceding lines had already been written when I had 
the honour of receiving from Mr. Vincent A. Smilh a copy of 
“The Oxford History of India," Oxford, 1919, and I read in 
page 127 : “It may now be affirmed with confidence that the 
“ order of the five leading Kushftn kings is finally settled, and 
“ that the uncertainty as to the chronology has been reduced 
" to a period of forty years in round numbers or to state it 
*“ otherwise, ithe question is, “Did Kanishka come to the 
" throne in A. D. 78, or about forty years later?". When the 
“ third edition of the “Early History of India" was published 
“ in 1914, my narrative was based upon the working hypothesis 
“ that Kanishka's accession took place in A. D. 78, although 
" it was admitted to be possible that the true date mfght he 
“later. Further consideration of the evidence from Taxila 
“ now availAble leads me to follow Sir John Marshall and 
" Professor Sten Konow in dating the beginning of Kanishka’s 
“ reign approximative^ in A. D. 120, a date which I had 
" advocated many years ago on different grounds". 

Since the Sakn era was not founded cither by Nahapana or 
by Kanishka and as Gautamiputr.i also was not the founder of 
it (no one has made this supposition), there remain but two 
hypotheses : th.il the Salta era was founded either by Chashpma 
or by Kadpfiises It. The latter opinion is held by Dr. 'Sion 
Konow who has written recently “1 am still of opinion that 
the Saka era was established by Vima-Kadphisds". (The Ara 
’inscription, in Ep. Ind. Vol. XIV., p. 141). 

For such a theory to he possible, Kadphises II must have 
reiged in 78-79 A. D. We may believe that the inscription of 
the “Chir Stupa" at Taxila is dated in the 136th year of the era 
Which begins in 58-57 B. C. and the date 136 falls precisely in 
78-79 A. D. And if wc study the inscription of the "Chir 
Sttipa’' and ask ourselves who is the king therein mentioned, we 
are rather inclined to reply: “It is an inscription of Kujula- 
Kadphisds (I)” : “So far as I can sec, there cannot be much 
doubt that the Kushana Emperor of the Panjtar and Taxila 


records was Kujula-Kadphte&J and not Vima-Kadphisds" (Ep. 
Ind. Vol. XIV Part VII, July 1918, page 289. "Taxila inscription 
of the year J 36” by Sten Konow). Il is not therefore probable 
that (Viraa) Kadph&s If reigned in 78-79 A. D. 

But even granting that Kadphis6s II. reigned in 78-79 A. D. 
it lias to be proved that bo founded an era. We have not 
even a single document that can make us believe that 
K;ulphis&> 11 has founded an era. On the contrary, if the 
"Chir Stupa” inscription is dated 78-79 A. D., it will be proved 
that the Kush&n Kings used after A. D. 78 the era 58-57 B. C.; 
and finally, granting that Kadphise* II. founded an era, it must 
be proved that this era was adopted by Chashtana or his 
descendants. 

After all, the theory of (Vima) Kadphisds II having found¬ 
ed the Saka era is not based either upon any proof or even 
indication. 

There remains then but one hypothesis : "The Saka era 
was founded by Chashtana”. This theory was expressed 
30 years ago by Cunningham (sec N. chr. 1888, p. 232 and 
1892, p. 44) disoussed notably by D. R. Bhauclarkar (B. B. R. 
A. S., Vol., XX page 280) and was afterwards completely al an- 
doned. 

I now wish to assert boldly tluit this abandonment is quite 
unjustified. This theory has been slighted because for 
30 years the historians of India have had two preconceiv¬ 
ed notions: ( 1 ) that the inscriptions of Nahap&na are 
dated in the £.ika era. ( 2 ) that the 6aka era was founded by 
Kanishka. I think 1 have proved that these two suppositions 
are now untenable, 

I affirm that the only natural theory concerning the Salta 
era is that it was founded by Chashtana. 

It is admitted on all hands that the dynasty of ChashUma 
has used the Saka era; and il is but natural to suppose that the 
founder of the dynasty was also the founder of the era used by 
it. Outside the kingdom of Chashtana and his descendants, not 
a single inscription Ims been found which is dated in the above 
era. In fact the inscriptions of the Kushfcn kings are not dated 
from the Saka era and the inscriptions dated from the same era 
which arc found in South India are all posterior to the fall of 
the dynasty of Chashtana. Thus then all the Saka inscriptions 
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that are anterior to 400 A. D. are every one of them inscriptions 
of the dynasty of Cliasltpma. The era is therefore special to 
that dynasty. 

If we are not quite sure that Chash^uia was a i>aka, there 
is no doubt that lie was of foreign origin. The mime*, of the 
members of this family show that they were foreigner'.. Mr. 
Rapson says (page CXX1): "Ghsamotika is Scytliic"; "shtana 
(in Ch&shfana) is a Persian termination and (page CXX1I) 
DAmaghsada “foreign name, may possibly be an attempt to 
express the Persian ZAdn, a son". 

A general of the W. Kshalrapas is mentioned m an inscrip¬ 
tion (ProgressjReport, Arch. Survey, Western India for 1917- 
1918, page 37) as being a Sak.i. 

Were Clvashtana and his descendants themselves Sakas ? 
It is possible; but one thing i.s certain, iliat in ancient India 
they were designated by the name of Sakas. The Matsya 
Purina mentions a dynasty of 18 S ifcw which is probably that of 
Chashfcana; but there can be no doubt iu certain cases : for 
instance, B&na in circ. 630 A. U. has written'(“Harsha charita" 
trans. Cowell and Thomas, page 194) : “In his enemy’s city, 
the king of the 3aka$, while courting another man's wife, was 
butchered by Chandra-Giipla". 

To sum up: 

(1) It is certain that all I he dales that arc given in the 
documents of the dynasty of Chashtniia arc of the Saka era. 

(2) We do not know of even a single inscription anterior 
to 400 A. D. which is dated in the Saka era and belongs to a 
dynasty other than that of Chashtana. 

(3) Tradition has given the name of Saka to the era 
beginning in 78 A. D., since it was the era used by the descen¬ 
dants of Chahtana who in ancient India were designated by 
the name of “£aka." 

(4) The most ancient inscriptions (Andhau) are dated in 
the year 52 of this era; and they are the inscriptions of the 
grandson of the founder of I he dynasty. If the founder of the 
dynasty was also the founder of the eia, it K quite natmal that 
the grandson should have reigned 52 years later. 

Therefore, the most simple, the most natural and the mosl 
logical theory consists in saying: “The Saka era of 7? was 
^founded by Chashjana”, 


§ 3. The later SltavAhana kings, 


If 79 A. D. is the first year of the reign of Chashtana, ii is 
probable that the destruction of the KshaharAtas by Gautanii- 
putra took place in 78 A. D. or a little earlier. 

It is probable that Chashfana was a &aka prince, who, for 
some reasons not known, entered into an alluuice with 
Gautamiputra against the KshaharAlas. Perhaps he was either 
a petty prince of Sind or RajputAna who invaded the Kshaha- 
rAta empire or a vassal of the ICshahar&tas who revolted 
against his suzerain. 

The form of the hair on the head of Chashtana differs 
from that of the king represented on the coins bearing the 
name of NahapAna. 

11 seems that Chashtana was first a vassal of Gautamiputra 
for the following three reasons : (1) Chashtana first bore only 
the title of Kshatrapa (2) The reverse side of the coins of 
Chashtana contains the Chailya with 3 arches which 
characterises the coins rcslruck by Gautamiputra (3) The 
NAsik inscription says that Gautamiputra was the lord of 
SurAshtra and MAlwA. 

However, Chashtana, even as a Kshatrapa, had coins 
struck in his own manic, and there is room to think that the 
powers of Gautamiputra in the states of Chashtana were only 
nominal. 

The mother of GauUmiptilra was the queen Gautami 
Bala&i which justifies the name of Gautamiputra borne by 
her son. We know, in fact, that the kings of this epoch often 
added before their name the gotra of their mother. 

The son of Gautamiputra reigned under the name of 
VAsishJhiputra Sri PuJumAvi. 

The famous NAsik inscription, in which the queen Balafri, 
mother of Gautamiputra and grandmother of VAsishthiputra 
PulumAvi, tells us that her son destroyed the Sakas, is dated in 



the 19th year of the reign of her grandson PujumAvi (Ep. Ind. 
Vol.VlII., p. 61). 

At NAsik, there are two inscriptions of Gaulamiputra 
dated in the years 18 (insc. No. 1125 of Lfidcrs’s list) and 24 
(insc. No. 1126). Professor D. R. Blmndarkar who lias 
discussed this subject recently (Ind. Ant., Vol. XLVII, page 
152) says : "Sir Ramkrislma Bhandarkar contends that all 
" these dales pertain to the reign of PnjumAvi and that he 
" reigned conjointly with his father, the former over MahA- 
" r&shtra and the latter over the hereditary SatavAhanu 
" dominions. The latter view alone can be correct. For in in- 
" scription No. 5, Gautamipulra SAlakarni, who is the donor 
“ there along with his mother, issues a grant in favour of 
" Buddhist monks, who, it is expressly stated were staying in 
" the cave which was the pious gilt of theirs. This cave which 
" was a pious gift of £«tlakarni and his mother must doubtless 
" be cave No. 3 which, as we have seen above, was excavated 
“ and given over to the BhadrAyaniyas. But then wc have 
. " also seen that this cave was presented to these monks in the 
" 19th regnal year, not of SAlakarni but of PulumAvi.” 
u (Dekkan of the ^dtavahana Period by Prof. D. R. Bbandar- 
" kar). 

1 regret 1 cannot accept this theory. On the contrary, the 
inscriptions themselves clearly show that Gaulamiputra and 
Pujum&vi have reigned in succession. Indeed, Gautamipulra, 
in die year 24, slates distinctly that the cave was excavated 
under the orders of his mother and himself : "Pious gift of 
ours"; and in the inscription of queen Bala&l in the 19th year 
of PulumAvi, the queen mother makes a solemn gift of the cave 
in her own name. This can be explained in only one way : the 
excavation of the cave was begun under the orders of Gautami- 
putra and his mother before the 18lh year of Gaulamiputra 
and was finished only after the death of Gaulamiputra and 
during the reign of his son PuJiunAvi; we have proof of it in 
the fact th.it it was the latter king that had it embellished with 
paintings. The cave not having been consecrated officially, 
this consecration took place only in the 19th year of PujumAvi. 
Since the king Gautamiputra was dead, the queen BalaSrl made 
tlie gift officially herself. 

I have besides another remark to make on this occasio'n. 



I think that the meaning of the inscription of. the queen 
Balasri has not been correctly understood till now. Wo 
. wonder why this inscription dated in the reign of PuJumAvi 
contains exclusively, the eulogies of Gautamiputra. I believe 
that the real meaning of the inscription, is this: the qireen 
mother,-when she was officially presenting I he cave, cannot 
forget that it was under the orders of her son that the excava¬ 
tion of the cave was begun; it was therefore quite natural to 
eulogise the glonous Gaulamiputia. Thus the inscription of 
BalaSri has a clear meaning : it is the funeral oration on the 
great king delivered by an inconsolable mother. 

Again the supposition that Gautamiputra was not the 
king of the region about N&sik is untenable: 1) because 
Gaulamiputra gives ordeis to the officers of Nfisik; 2) according 
to the inscription of Balasri he reigned over SurfUhtra, 
AparAnta, and, Vidarba; and Mr. Bhandarknr admits that he 
reigned also over the South; why should the NAsik legion 
alone form an exception? 3) We have seldom seen a father 
dating his grants in the icign (and especially m the 24th yeai) 
.of the reign of his son ; 4) and lastly wc have a positive proof 
of it in the hoard of Joglialtcmbhi. 

We have said that this Ireasme consisted of 13250 coins 
brining the name of Nabap&na of which 9270 had been 
restruck by Gautamiputra (j. B. B. R. A. S., Vol XXII, page 
224). It is remarkable that in this treasure there is not a single 
.coin of VAsisthipulra PulumAvi who, as we know, has struck 
coins in his own name (see : Rapson, Coins of the Andhra 
dynasty, page 20). As Joglialtcmbhi is a village in the environs 
of N&sik, we have to conclude that, after the destruction of the 
Sakas, it was Gautamiputra that reigned in this place and that 
flic treasure was buried during his reign and before the acces¬ 
sion of Pnlumavi. But Rev. H. R. Scott who has examined 
the hoard of Joghallcmbhi carefully has made an important 
remark : "Judging from the condition of the coins, I should 
say that they must have been a very long time in circulation 
and that both before and njlcr being counter-struck (J B. B. K. 
A. S., Vol XXII, p, 224); and he adds ‘'They could not have 
been buried earlier than 20 years after ^atakarni's victory". 
So, there is no doubt that Gautamiputra reigned m the N4sik 
region for a long time, since the coins have had time to get 



considerably worn out. Pujum&vi has therefore reigned at 
Nasik for more than 15 years after the destruction of the 
Kshahar&tns. 

It is certain that Chashfcann xvas for a time the 
contemporary of PujuinAvi. In fact, Ptolemy says in his 
geography (Ind. Ant., Vol XIII., page 366) that Siro Polemaios 
-reigned at Bailhnim, and Tiaslanes at Ozone. Oz6n6 is 
unquestionably Ujjain which was the capital of all the kings of 
the dynasty of Chflshtana, and Baithana is Paitana or Paithana, 
tlie capital of Pulmnavi. Unfortunately the evidence of 
Ptolemy dees not enable us to know exactly in what epoch 
Chashtaua and Pujum&vi lived. We do not know for certain 
in what year Ptolemy wrote his geography and wc know little 
about the life of this scholar. Olympiodorus says that when 
Ptolemy was at Canopa in 147, he had already been making 
astronomical observations for 40 years, which will place 
Ptolemy's works between 104 and 147 A. D. Ptolemy was ,nqt 
a navigator; he was an astronomer of Alexandria who wrote 
his geography chiefly with the object of drawing a map of the 
world with latitudes and longitudes: and has he not the preten¬ 
sion to give his own views about the countries lie speaks 
about. He confines himself to reconstructing the configuration 
of the countries, relying upon the descriptions given by the 
travellers in the works which can he had in his days. He 
himself admits that he follows Marin of Tyr, navigator who 
made his voyage about tOO A. D. From which book has 
Ptolemy taken his information about Ptijnm&vi and Chastana ? 
It may not be impossible that it was from the work of Marin 
of Tyr which unfortunately has not come down to us. But it 
is certain that this information was obtained from relatively 
lecent sources and as Ptolemy wrote his geography in the first 
half of the llnd century, we may admit that the information he 
gives about Chashfana and PulumAvi belongs to the'beginning 
Of the llnd century. 

When the KshaharAfas occupied Northern Deccan, the 
capital of the SMavahanas was probably Ainaravati on the 
lower course of the Kpslina. The legend that Sri Kakulam 
was the capital has no foundation (see Ind. Ant., Nov. 1913, 
Vol XLII, page 276). At the time of Gantamlputra and at the 
beginning of the reign of Pulumavi it was Amaravati that was 


the capital! the king was called "Lord of Dhanarhkafa" (idee. 
No. 3 at Nteik. Dhanamkiita=DliAnyaka^»ka=Dhanakata— 
Dhanffaka<Ja). Pu|uraftvi removed the capital to Pat than* 
(PratishfhAna). 

The Puranas pretend to give us the history of the fStMavA- 
hanas to whom they give the name of Andhras. However, if 
we compare the information given in the Pur&nas with what 
is contained in the historical documents we possess, we iind 
that it is only the Mntsya that deserves to engage the attention 
of the historian. We shall not however attach any value to 
the durations of the reigns given in the Matsya Purftnn, for, 
each time we proceed to verify these dates, "the Purfinas are 
proved to be in error" (Vincent A. Smith.—Early History of 
India, 2d Edition, page 194). However the order of succession 
of the kings is nearer the tuith. That order is as follows : 
Gautamiputm, 

Pujomfi, 

Siva^ri, 

Sivaskandn, 

YajiiaSri, 

Vijaya, 

Chanda.4ri ^antikarna, 

Pujoma. 

It is to bt remarked that we find here Gautamiputra 
followed by PuJumAvi; besides, the inscriptions and the coins 
are found to confirm the existence of Sivadri, of Yajfiairl and 
of Chapda. - *' * 

It is almost certain that the Matsya Purana is right iil 
saying that Siva Sri was the successor of Pujumavi, for we 
have (RapsOn, page 29) ithe coins bearing the name "RanO 
Vasithiputa Siva-Siri-Satakiuhni (Vasishthiputra Siva-3ii-Sata. 
karni); and these coins arc almost identical with those of 
PulumAvi in regard to the letters of the alphabet, the symbols 
(chaitya with three arches etc.) and the workmanship. We 
have also an inscription (No. 1279 of Liider's list) of Amar&vatl 
which is dated in the reign of Siri-Sivamaka-Sada who is 
perhaps Siva-Sri-Sntaknrni. 

We have not yet found any documents, coins or inscrip¬ 
tions, mentioning Sivaskanda Satakani. However, in cave 36 at 
Kanheri, there is an inscription (No. 1001 of Liiders’s list) 
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dated in the 8th year of long Mfujharipuia Svflmi whose name 
is followed by another not very legible which Mr. D. R. 
Bhandarknr (Ind. Ant. Vo! XLVJF, Part DXCVI, June 1918) 
has read Sri Sala. The alphabet of this inscription (as well as 
of another, No. 1002) seems to show that this king reigned 
before Yajna 3ri. If this pakcographicni indication and the list 
given in the Matsya are correct, this Mndhariputra can be no 
other than Sivaskanda. 

Yajna-^ri seems to have had a hrilliant reign. It was 
in fact at the time of Gautamiputra Yajna £fttakarpi that 
was dug the ebailya of KanhSri which is in a degenerate 
style compared with that of the splendid Chaitya at Kfirli, but 
which is a remarkable monument (insc. No. 1124 of Luders's 
list; 16th year of Yajna). It was also during the lime of 
this king that was embellished the VIII cave at Nasik whose 
inscription No. 4 is dated in the 7th year of his reign (Ep. 
Ind. Vol VIII., page 94). A fragment of a pillar discovered 
at China near the mouth of the Krishna which has since 
been transported to the Madras Museum contains an 
inscription dated in the 27th year of the reign of Yajna 
(Ep. Ind., Vol. I., page 95) : and the coins bearing the 
very characteristic name "Yajna" are also well known (see 
Rapson). 

We know the name of Vijayn only from the Matsya 
Purana. 

Chan<Ja4ri Santikarna must probably be identified with 
Vasithipufa Chadasata who reigned at the lime, when the 
Kodavolu inscription was engraved (sec Report on Epigraphy; 
Madras Government orders; inscription No. 228 of 1908), and 
with Vasisthiputa Siri Caija Sati (Vasishthiputra Sri Chandra 
3ati) of the coins (see Rapson, pages 30 and 32; Mr. Rapson 
thinks that this king must have preceded Yajna). 

We shall speak of Pujnmavi, the last king of this dynasty, 
in the following chapter concerning the Pallavas and the ins¬ 
cription at My&kadoni. 

The inscription (No. 965 of Ltidcrs's list) of Givnar 
(Junagadh in Kathiavad) which is ciatcd in the year 150 A. D. 
says [Ep. Ind. Vol VIII., p. 47] that Rudrad&man, by his 
own valour [svavi ryy-&rj j itanam] gained Akarivanti (Malwa), 
$urashtra (Kathiawar), Kachchha (Cutch), Aparflnta (the coast 



lo (lie north of Bombay) etc, destroyed the Yaudhftyns, who 
were loalh lo submit, defeated SAtakarni, lord of DakshinA- 
patha, but on account of the nearness of thcii connection did 
not destroy him but himself acquired the name of Mahdksha- 
tfapfl. 

Which king of the ^sltnv&bana dynasty Ls called here by 
the name of SAlakarni ? The inscriptions and the coins seem 
to confirm the statement of the Girnar inscription. An inscrip¬ 
tion al ICanliOri (No. 994 of Luders's list) "exhibits the neat 
characters of Western Kshatrapa insciiptions" (Buliler, Ind. 
Ant., Vol XXXIII, page 43). This inscription, as those of 
Rudradaman is in Sanskrit and thus differs from all other 
Sklavahana inscriptions which arc all in PrAkjit. This inscrip¬ 
tion mentions the queen of VAsishlhiputr.i Sri Satakarni, 
daughter of the mahakshnlrapa Ru[dra]. The last name 
consists only of two syllables the first of which is certainly 
"Ru" and the second very piobably f, dra." Secondly Yajna 

S«i "issued coins.iuid they arc similar in fabiic and style to 

the Kshatrapa coins" (Rapsun, section 87). The characteristic 
of these coins is that the head of king Yajna is represented on 
them, whereas the image of the king is not found in any coin 
of the other S^tavA lianas. It is therefore certain that it is Yajna 
who adopted the Kshatrapa style for these coins. These coins of 
Yajna (Rapson Pl.VII., El) resemble those of Rudradaman. It 
has to be remaiked that the coif of Rudradaman found on his 
coins resembles that of Yajna; it is a sort of spherical calotte 
covering the skull and differs totally from the coif of Chashtana; 
and the sculptures of the chaitya of Kanhfiri which are dated in 
the time of Yajna show us personages who have their hair dres¬ 
sed as Yajna and Rudradaman. It is therefore probable that it 
was Rudradaman who adopted the coiffure that was used in the 
Deccan at the time of Yajna Sri. Thus then Rudradtam was 
almost a contemporary of Yajna and was besides thA fatlfer-in- 
law of a Vasishfhiputra Satakarni, which Yajna was not, 
as we know that he was a Gautamipulra. Unfortunately 
we know three Satiivahanas who bore the name of Vasishthi- 
pnira ; the gt'eat Pujumavi, Siva Sri and Chanda 3ri. We know 
also a certain Vasislithiputra Chatarapana who had reigned 13 
years when an inscription at Nanaghat (No. 1120 of LQders’s 
list) was engraved} vit is however probable that this latter 




-44 — 


V&sishthiputra is no oilier than Siva-Sri or Chanda Sri, and 
the word Chalurapana is suspicious (see J. R. A. S. for 1905, 
page 798). 

life almost certain Hint ilie VfUislilhipulru who was the 
son-in-law of Rudradaman was not the great PujumAvi: wc 
know in fact that Pulumftvi was the contemporary of Chash- 
tana. It appears therefore to he impossible that lie should 
have married I he great-grand-daugliler of Cha.slit.ma. There 
yet remain Siva Sri and Chanda Sri; but it is probable that 
the son-in-law of Rirdiadaman was rather Siva Sri, who 
might have married the daughter of Rudracl&man after having 
fought with him once and who might have been defeated in 
his turn about the year 130 A. D., when fighting a second 
time with the Kshalrapa lung. Rudradaman might have been 
the victor and might have occupied Apai&nln for some time 
up to the reign of Yajna Sri who might have adopted into 
this region a coinage similar to that of Rudradaman. Thp 
above are suppositions, since the documents we have do 
not enable us to have a correct knowledge of this history. 


The 
vAhanas ii 

Circ. A. D. 

78 

following might perhaps be the chronology of the SAla- 
l conjunction with that of the Western Kshatrapas: 

Destruction of Kshahar&tas by Gaulatnipulra. 

79 

1st year of the reign of Chashtana and of the Salta 
era; Ciic. 10th year of the icign of Gautnmiputra. 

From 95 
to 120 

Reigns of PiiJumAvi and Chashpma- 

From 120 
to 140 

Invasion of the Yaudheyas and of the Andhrns; Ja- 
yadaman transfers his power to Ins son Rudrada¬ 
man who gets the title of Mahakshalrapn and de¬ 
feats Siva Sri SAtakaini. 

From 1401 
to 150 | 

Rudradfiman occupies AparAnta; 
reign of Sivaskanda. 

From 1501 
to 155 

End of the reign of Rudradaman; 
beginning of the reign of Yajna Sri. 

to" 178*^ Reign of Damajada&i and of Yajna Sri 

From 178 
to 180 

End of the reign of Yajna Sri and beginning of 
the reigns of Jivad&man and Vijaya gAtakariji. 






-45- 


Id the above chronology we have admitted that Rudra- 
dAman was the contemporary of a series of three kings: 

(1) Vasiahthiputra £iva Sri, 

(2) MAtfharipulra Sivaskandu, 

(3) Gautamiputra YajHa 3rl, 

But some coins found in the Kolhapur region (Rapson, pages 
5, 7, 14) have rcstruclcs which enables us to settle the follow- 
ing series: 

(1) VAsishtbiputra VilivAy.ikuui, 

(2) MAdhariputra Sivalakura, 

(3) Gautamipulra VilivAyakura, 

Can these two series be identified ? 

It is to be remarked that : 

(1) The first names, VAsislithiputru, MAfllmriptilr.i, Oau- 
tamipulra, prove nothing, as we know that ihesc nanus 
indicate a Golra and the cubtom of prefixing to (he real name 
of a person the name of his mother's Golra lias been in exis¬ 
tence in the dynasties of the neighbours of the ^AtavAhanas 
(the Abhiras, the Churns, the IkshvAkus). There then icniain the 
second names, and they, VilivAyakura and Siv.ilaktint, have not 
been found in authentic ^AlavAhana inscriptions. 

(2) The coins bear as symbols "bow and arrow M 
In place of the Ujjam symbol of the coins of ^Atav A lianas. 

(3) Again, these coins have been ‘found only in the 
Kolhapur region; and Ptolemy says, that at Hippokurn, in n 
country which may be situated approximately in this port of 
the Deccan, there reigned a king named Baleokuros, who, 
many authors have believed, can be identified with VilivAynkiira. 
This king will, in that case, be a contemporary of PuJumAvi 
and belong to another dynasty. 

I think therefore that these coins may he provisionally 
admitted to belong to the "Kolhapur Dynasty.” 

Some coins bearing the names o( Sri Rudra SAtakanii 
and Sri Krishna SAlukarru have been found (see Rapson 
Coins of Indian Museum; Andhra dynasty) in the Chanda 
district of the Central Provinces. As these names have 
been found only in this region, we may suppose that these 
kings belonged to a peculiar dynasty that subsisted for some 
time in the Chanda district, when the SAtavAhanas had been 
replaced by the Chufus, the NAgas, the Pullavas, the IkshvAkus 
and the BrihatphalAyanas, 



CHAPTER III 


THE PALLAVAS. 

§ I. The Pallava mystei y. 

In “the Oxford History of India” which Mi'. Vincent A. 
Smith has published this year (Oxford, 1919), he says (page 
205); “The Pallavas constitute one of the mysteries of Indian 
History" and again in his “Early History of India" (2nd edi¬ 
tion, page 423) he has said: “Who weie the Pallavas ? Whence 
did they come ? How did they attain the chief place among 
the powers of the South ? *' 

Many authors have answered this question with a theory 
[see the Mysore G.u., I., pages 303-4; sec also Madras Manual, 
I., page 129] which may be called “The theory of Parthian 
invasion". The supported of this theory believe that the Pair- 
lavas Were a northern tribe of Parthian origin, that they were 
a clan of nomads who, having come from Persia, were notable 
to settle in Northern India and so continued their invasion up 
to K&nchipuram. This hypothesis was very charming to the 
imagination. They pictiued to themselves a number of men 
of the while race, the Parthians, blandishing their bows (the 
Parthian arrow is well-known) forming a nomadic tribe, trans¬ 
porting their camp from country to country and destroying, 
like the Huns, evcrlhing they found on their way. It is thus 
they would have traversed the whole of India and would have 
stopped only at the (extremity of the Peninsula. Then, after 
having vanquished the-ancient tribes in the South, they would 



have established their capital at KAnchipuram. This theory 
presents a very great dificulty. This great invasion, by a whole 
clan of the Parthian tribe, extending from the frontiers of 
Persia to the extreme South of the Indian peninsula, implies an 
immense political commotion in the Deccan. When did this 
important event take place ? Certain authors, and V. Venkayya 
in particular, have tried to determine "the date of the Pa Hava 
migration to the South”. But up to the present day we have not 
found any document which proves the existence of a Parthian 
invasion of Southcn India. We may say that this theory makes 
the Palluva mystery still more mysterious. It is not therefore 
without cause that Mr. Vicent A. .Smith, in the two last editions 
of his "Early History of India”, lias abandoned the theory of 
the Parthian invasion ar.d has tried to discover a less impro¬ 
bable theory. 

"There is every reason to believe that future historians 
will be able to give a fairly complete narrative of the- doings of 
the Pul lava kings, and that the mystery which sm rounds their 
origin and affinities may be elucidated in large measure.” (The 
Oxford History of India, page 210). 

It is with tlie object of realising the wish of Mr. Vincent 
A. Smith that we now proceed to prove the following proposi¬ 
tions : 

(1) The Andhra empire was governed by feudatories who 
bore the title of Mah&rathis and were called "Nftgas” as 
they belonged to a race of serpent-worshippers. 

(2) Coins containing the image of a "Ship with two masts” 
are found almost exclusively on the coast between Madras and 
Cuddalorc and they represent the moneys of Tondai-Manillam 
.6f which Kanchi is the capital. According to Prof. Rapson, 
these coins bear the legend "Sri PiilumAvi'*. The Ujjain 
symbol indicates the SAtavAhana dynasty. So this dynasty 
reigned over the territory of KAnchipuram, Further, an inscrip¬ 
tion of PnlumAvi, the last king of that dynasty, shows that the 
prince Skanda-NAga was his great general; there is no 
doubt that the Nftgas were very powerful when the SAiavahAna 
dynasty came to an end. 

(3) It is certain that one of those royal families of N'Aga 
origin, the "Chiitu”, took the place of the S ttavAhanas. 

(4) It is certain that all the most ancient Pal lava kings 



-were the contemporaries of the Chutus of the Nfiga race. 

(5) It is also certain that the Pallavns succeeded the Chutus 
of the Nfiga race. 

(6) The Pallava plates of V61urp&]aiyara contain (verses 3 
to 22) the history of the Pallavns according to the family 
tradition. There, it is said that the first member of the family 
who become king "acquired all the emblems of royalty on 

marrying the daughter of the lord of Serpents-evidently a 

N&ga princess" (Report on Epigraphy for 1910—1911; G. O. 
Public, 28th July, Part II, No. 7, page 61). 

(7) I hold the theory that 1 have enunciated in my work 
"The Pallavns'’ (Pondicherry, 1917): /The earliest Pallavas 
were not kings, and they were alien to South India. 
One of them married the daughter of one of the kings 
of that country and thus became a king himself" (The 
Pallavas, page 23). At the time of the Girnar inscription the 
Western Satnipas reigned in Apar&nte and had a Palilava for 
their minister. These Pah lavas were the neighbours of the 
NSgas when the Chtqu-Nfigas reigned in Aparanta (Kapheri 
inscription of the mother of Skanda-NAga, No. 1021 of 
LOders’s list). A Pallava prince married the daughter of the 
King Siva-Skanda-NAga-^AIakarni, and inherited the throne 
of KArlcIii. 

Such, in a few words, is our theory in regard to the 
origin of the Pallava*. We shall now proceed to develop it. 


No. 1. Maharathis, Chutus, Nftgas. 

The inscription of N&n&ghrtl (Arch. Surv. West. Ind. Vol. 
V, No. 3, p. 64) says that Satakarni, king of Dakshinapatha 
married Naga-Nika, daughter of a Maharathi Kajal&ya. 

The "lion pillar" at Karli (Ep. Ind. Vol., VII., page 49) 
was a gift of Mah&ratlu Agni-Mitra-Naga. 

After the fall of the Sitavaham dynasty, a large portion 
of the empire passed into the hands of the dynasty of the 
Chutus who were related to the Maharathis. The Chutus 
and the Maharathis often bore the title of S:\takarnis. 

An inscription, (No. 1195 of Liiders's list) at Malavalli 
in the Shikarpur taluq of Mysore (Ep. Cam., Vol. VII., Sk. 



263; plate facing the page 252. See also “Mysore and Cobrg* 
from inscriptions", plate facing page 21 ) is dated in the 2 nd 
year of the reign of Haritipiita-Vinhnkada-Chutukulnnanda 
SAtakarhni, king of Vaijayanti. We know that TOjnyant? is 
nothing but Banaviai and this very town of Banav&si 
contains an inscription (No. 1186 of Lficlers's list; see also 
Arch. Surv. West. Ind., Vol IV., PI. IV.; and Ind. Ant., 
1885, 331) which is dated in the 12th year of the same 

king: "According to Dr. Burgess, account., it is carved 

"on the two edges of a large slate slab, bearing the represent¬ 
ation of a five-hooded cobra." (Ind. Ant., Vol. XIV, p. 331). 
According to Buhler (Ind. Ant. Vol. XIV, p. 332) "the alphabet 
"resembles, as Dr. Bhagwunl.il lndraji lias stated, that of the 
"NAsik inscription of Siriyaria-Sataknmni". This king bears 
here the same name as in the Majavalli inscription. However, 
there is this important thing to be remarked here, that the 
name of the family is given here as Vinhukadadutu instead 
of Vinhukadachutu, the word Dutu is therefore synonymous 
with Chntu. We know (see Rapson, page 59 and PI. VII I., 
No. 235) some coins of a king called Dhttfuka|Ananda who 
belonged surely to the dynasty of the Chujus. 

The inscription of Bannvasi says that king ^atakar^ii had 
a daughter who joined her son in making gift of a Nflga. 
The son was called Sata jt ^ivaskanda-NAga-Srl. An inscrip¬ 
tion at Kanhdri (No. 1021 of Ltiders's list), is a donation by 
NAga-Mula-Nika who was the daughter of the “great king" that 
reigned at this epoch. She was the wife of a MahArathi and a 
more important detail is that she was the mother of prificc 
Skanda-N&ga-SAta. Mr. Rapson writing on this subject 
says (page L1II): "there can be no doubt that she is to be 
identified with the donor mentioned in the following inscription 
from Banavasi and that she was, therefore, the daughter of 
king Haritiputra Vishnukada Cutu Satakariii whose nAme tmist 
have stood originally in the piesent inscription 7 '. Kanh^ri 
being situated in Aparanta, there can be' riO doilbt that the 
Chutiis succeeded (he Andhris not only in Mysore hut also in 
AparAnta, near Bombay. 

The prince Skanda-NAga-Sataka or Sivaskanda-NAga was 
not a Chufu because his mother was a Chntu princess. 
father was a Mahfirathi; to which dynasty did he belong? It is 
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probable that he ups a descendant of the kings that reigned over 
the territory of Chitaidroog. We know that Chitaldroog is 
only about fifty miles east of BanavAsi, where we find the 
inscription of 6ivaskanda-NAga-SAta, and to the west of 
Chitaldroog, on the site of an ancient city whose name is said 
to have been Chandrdvali where found in 1888 some leaden coins 
(Ep. Ind. Vol VII, p. 51, sec plate III, fig A, B, C; and Rapson; 
PI. VIII, No. 233 et page 57) which bear the name of Sadaknna- 
KalalAya-Mahftrathi. The emblems are, on the obverse, a 
Jiumped bull standing, and on the reverse, tree and chaitya. 
This Sadakana (SatAkarniji) who bears the title of Mahdra^hi 
is probably an ancestor of MahArathi Satakana or £ata who 
made the grant of a NAga at BanavAsi. In fact, both of them 
are MahAratfiis; they have (he same title of SAta, and they 
have both reignecl in the same country, in the vicinity of 
Majavalli and Chitaldroog. The kings of this country were 
Nagas; Mr. Rice says (Mysore and Coorg from inscriptions 
° page 202): "The early inhabitants of the country were 
“ probably to a great extent, specially on the fouv.de side, NAgas, 
" or serpent worshippers, that is, of the cobra, which is the 

“ Naga.In the Salavahana inscription of Banavjsi of the 

41 first or second century, the king's daughter is named N:\gasri 
" and she makes the gift of a NAga". We may add that this 
queen is named NAga-Mula-NikA in the KanhcVi inscrip¬ 
tion, that her son’s name was Skandu-NAga-Sata; tl.at the 
BanavAsi inscription is engraved beside the image of a NAga; 
and that the country mound Majavnlli and BanavAsi was once 
called Nagakhauda. 11 is probable that these MahAr.i III is-NAgas 
who bore, like the Andhra*, the title of SAtakarni, are the 
Andhrabhrityas or servants of the And liras, who, as mentioned 
in the PurAnas, succeeded the &Uavahanas. 

The MyAkadOni inscription (Report on Epigraphy for 
1915—16; Madras, G. O. No. 99; 29lh Aug 1916, Part 11, No. I, 

page 112—inscription No. 509 of Apendix B.-See also 

Ep. Ind. Vol. XIV., page 153) says that this village was in the 
territory governed by the great genera! (Mahasdnapati) Karhda- 
naka (Skanda-Naga) and we know that Myakadoni is not far 
from Chitaldroog. The Myakadoni inscription is dated in the 
8th year of the reign’of Siri-Pulumavi. Who is this PulumAvi? It 
is noteworthy that we do not find here the name Vasisthiputra 




which is peculiar to the inscriptions of the son of Gautamiputra. 
Besides, (he alphabet of the MyAkadoni inscription is much less 
archaic than that of the inscriptions of great PuJumAvl, Mr. V. S. 
Sukthankar of Poona who has edited the My&kflddn! inscrip¬ 
tion has observed this detail: "The alphabet resembles that 
of the Joggayyapeta inc. of Purisadata" (Ep. Ind. Vol. XIV., 
page 153): and the inscriptions of Purisadata at Jaggayyapeja 
have been attributed to the 11 1 century by all the authors who 
have spoken of it and no one doubts that Purisadata reigned 
after the S&tav&hanas. The alphabet of the MyAkactoni 
inscription is incontestably much more developed than the 
alphabets of all the other £&tav&bana inscriptions and very 
much resembles Ihose of the Cliupis and the ancient Pallavas. 
It is therefore very probable that the Pu]inn&vi of the MyA- 
kadoni inscription is the last king of the SAtavahana dynasty 
in the list given in the Matsya Pur Ana. The only objection 
that aui be raised, is that Cie inscription is dated in the 8th 
year of his reign, whereas the Matsya Purina gives him only 
a reign of 7 years. But we have already said that we must 
not rely on the duration of the reigns given in the Matsya 
Purina; this objection is therefore worthless, and there are 
raisons to think that the Myakadoni inscription is dated in 
the reign of the Iasi of the S.itav A lianas. In any case, we may 
.affirm that this PuJumAvi is not the son of Gautamiputra. We 
know the alphabet of this king from the Nasik and Amar&vati 
inscriptions; and there is a very great difference between them 
and that of Myakadoni; I believe that there must bean inter¬ 
val of more than a century between the two PuJumAvis, 
and that the Pulmnavi of Myakadoni is certainly one of the 
later SAtavAhanas. The discovery of the MyAkadoni inscrip¬ 
tion lias a very important bearing on this subject; it enlightens 
the causes of the fall of the Satavahana dynasty: we learn, 
in fact, that in the 8th year of. the lasting of this dynasty, 
a certain Skanda-Naga was the MahAs&iApati — that 
is to say the military governor — of all the country extending 
to the South of the Tungabhadra not far from Chijaldroog 
and Banavasi. 

§iva-Skanda-NAga who is mentioned in the .BanavAsi 
inscription had probably a glorious reign, as, even in the time 
of the Kadambas, they remembored his name: in- fact, an 
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inscription at MaJavaJli (No. 1196 of Lflders's list), which is 
‘surely an inscription of an ancient Kadamba king, says that 
king Sivaskandavarman reigned over that country at one time 
(see the Plate in Kp. Corn. Vol.VlI., facing the page 252). 

Further, the celebrated Kadamba inscription at TA|gun<J;t 
mentions a Siva temple in that town "at which ‘balakarni and 
other kings had formerly worshipped ’ (Kp. Ind., Vol VIII., 
page 24). 

We do not know any other name given to this dynasty 
except that of Satakarnni-£iva-Skanda-NAg.t. 

The same TA|gun<Ja inscription says that Mayura&rman, 
the first king of the Kadamba dynasty, conquered the country 
by fighting with the Pal lavas, it is therefore certain that the 
NAgas were succeeded by the Fallavas. 


No. 2—The early Pallava (kings. 

Three sets of copper-plates written in Prakrit in a very 
. archaic alphabet prove that, in the 111 century of the Christian 
.-era, there reigned on the southern banks of the KfishnA, the 
dynasty of the Pallavas of Bharadvaja gotta who had KAnchi- 
purain for their capital. 

.(1) The plates found at M.tyidavolu (Guntur district) (Ep, 
Ind. Vol. VI., page 84) say that in the 10th year of the reign of 
his father whose name is not given, the heir-apparent (Yuva- 
mabaraja) Sivaskandavarman gave an order to the governors 
of Dhannnkada, i. e. Amaravatl. 

(2) The plates (E'p. Ind,, Vol I., page 2) found at 
Hirahatfagalli (Bellary district) are dated in the 8th year of the 
reign of Sivaskandavaiman who confirms a gift made by his 
% father whose name is not given, but who is designated by the 
titJe of Bappa-d6va. These plates mention the province of 
S&tahani which we know (from the Myakadoni inscription) to 
: be a portion of the Bellary district. 

. (3) The plates found iu the Guntur district (Ep. Ind. Vol. 
VIII., page 143) are dated in the reign of Vijayaskandavarman 
; and commemorate a grant made by ChArudOvi, wife of the 
. heir-apparent. (Yuva-maharAja) Vijaya-Buddhavannan and 
pother Of* a prince whose name ends in “kura”, J. F. Fleet 
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who was the first to edit these plates in the Indian Antiquary 
(see plale facing page 101 and note 23, page 101) has said: 
“two letters, containing the first part of a pi oper name, aro 
illegible here". Dr. Hultzsch, in reediting this document, 
believed he could read the whole name as Buddhyafckura. In 
that case, it seems to be a surname and not the name. 

It is possible to identify Vuva-Mahftraja Siva-Skandavar- 
man of MAyidavolu with the king Siva-Sknndavarnuui of Hira- 
hatjagalh. The king is called Si va-Skandavanuau in the Hiralia<la- 
galii plates and Vijaya-Skandavarman m those of the Guntur dis¬ 
trict. But the woi ds Siva and Vijayaarc prefixes and wc shall see 
in the Kadamba documents such names as Siva-Mjrige&wnnnaii 
Siva-MAndhAtfivarman, and also 3iva-I(pb!nja (Benmir plates; 
Belur, 245; Bp. Cam., Vol. V). Wc find even the prefix Sii- 
Vijaya-Siva (Ep. Carn., Vol VII., page 7.). Besides, :i similai „ 
identification lias been made m regard to the dynasty of the 
NAg;u>: wc have identified Siva-Skanda-NAga of BanavAsi with 
Skanda-NAga of KnnhOri. The alphabet of the Hiiaha^agalh 
plates closely resembles that of Charudevi's grant. 

1 therefore think that there is no serious difficult}' in 
putting together the three documents, MAyidAvolu, Hirahada- 
galli and Guntur district and establishing the following 
genealogy ; 

A king 

(designated by the title of "Bappa-Deva" in the Hiraha^agalli 
plates) . , , . 

I *- 

~~ The king Skandavarman t - 

(with llie prefix Siva in the Mayidavdiu and Hirahaijagalli 
plates; and with the prefix Vijaya in the plates of the Guntur 
district.) 

l 

The prince Buddliavarman 
(with the prefix “Vijaya"; husband of Charudivi) 

i • 

A prince 

(designated by the surname of [Buddliyaiijkura in the plates 
of the Guntur district). 

• In what epoch did these princes reign ? it is certain 
that they succeeded -the SatavAhanas : in fact, the three docu- 
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meuls prove that they reigned on (he southern bank of the 
Krish$& (particularly at Amaravati) and in the S&t&hani 
district; since the S&tavahnnn dynasty probably subsisted 
up to the first quarter of the II! century, and since the 
M&yidavdlii plates are certainly contemporaneous with those 
of Koudamudi [it is certain that these plates were engraved, 
as we shall see, shortly after the fall of the Andhras] it is proba¬ 
ble that the king surnamed Bappa-deva reigned in the second 
quarter of the III century (225-250 A. I). ). 

()u the Ollier hand we know that in 338 A. i>. Samudr.i- 
Gupt.i had as !iis adversary a king of K&nchi named Vishnu- 
gopa. This king was therefore probably an immediate succes¬ 
sor of [Buddhyan]kura, if this prince ascended the throne. 

Thus then, with the hisloi ieaJ information in our posses¬ 
sion, we can imagine the following chronology : 

(1) “Bappu-dGva" . . . 2nd quarter of the III century. 

(2) Skandavarman . . 3rd quarter of the 111 century. 

(3) Buddhavarman . . 4th quarter of the III century. 

(4) [Buddhyah]kum. . 1st quarter of the IV century. 

(5) Vishnugopa . . , 2nd quarter of the IV century. 


No. 3—Tlie origin of the Pullavas. 

Before handling the subject of the origin of the Pallavas, 
we must here specify an important point. 

If wc suppose that the word "Pallava’' signifies a 
tribe, wc must inquire by vvhicli invasion this tribe got 
possession of the kingdom of K&nchipuram; if, wc admit 
that the word •‘Pallava" is the name of a family,it is enough, 
to explain the presence of the Pallavas in K&fichi, to 
find out by what political event one of the members 
of this family succeeded to the throne; here, no doubt is 
possible, because, the MAyidavolu, HlrahAtfagalli and Guntur 
district plates, which come up to the ill century of the Christ¬ 
ian era, never mention a Pallava nation but only .speak of a 
royal family one of whose members was king al K&nelii, and 
we shall now proceed to answer the following question : what 
political event was it that placed on the throne a prince who 
belonged to a family named "Pallava" ? 



Iii 1917 ("TJie P.illavas”, page 23,) I drew (he attention* 
of the readers lo a document which i think can give us the 
key to this problem : verse 6 of the V6lurp&iniyam plates, (S. I. 
I*, Vul II, Part V; page 510) In giving a summary of the his¬ 
tory of the Pa Havas, says that the first member of this dynasty 
that became king, got the throne by marrying the daughter of 
a NAga king and that the son boin of this union was named 
Sknnda. Can this tradition that we'find in the Pa Hava documents 
he verified by authentic history? 

A large number of coins having for emblems the "ship with 
two masts” on (lie obverse and the “Ujjain symbol’' on the rever¬ 
se has been found on the Coromandel coast between Madras and 
Cucldalore. These ship-coins seem to be special to that part 
of the coast that is in the neighbourhood of K&ffchipuram. 
The "Ujjain symbol” indicates the ^fllavShana dynasty. 
Mr. Rapson (page 22) has been able to decipher the inscription 
on these coins; he lias read it to be "Sri Pulumflvi”; 
thus, all that pat l of the Coromandel coast which is in the 
vicinity of ICAnchipuram was tinder the domination of the 
SrtfavAlianas. So, the Pallavas established themselves at K&n- 
ohipuram aflcr the S&tavflhanas, The alphabet of the 
MAyidavolu plates proves that Siva-Skandavarman was nearly 
contemporary of the last Andhra kings. So. it is al the time 
of the fall of the ^atavahanas that a member of the Pallava 
family ascended the throne of Kanchi; it is quite possible that 
this first king was "Bappn-deva” father of ^iva-Skandavar- 
mnn. We also note that the son of "Bappa-d6va" was called 
Sknnda and tradition has it that the first Pallava king having 
married a Naga piincess had n son named Skanda. 

When speaking of the famous inscription of Bala-Sri at 
Ndsik, we have said that Gautamipntra vanquished the Palhavas 
(Ep. Ind., Vol VIII., PI I, No. 2, line 5) in 78 A. D. Again, 
we learn from the Girnar inscription that Suvi&kha who was 
the minister of Rudtad&man in 150 A. D. was a Pahfava (Juna- 
gadh inscription; Ep. Ind., Vo! VIII., page 37 and Plate line 
19). Thus the word which was written Palhava in 78 A. D. 
was written Pah lava in ISO A. D., and wc note, when whe see the 
Girnar inscription, that the compound letter "hla” resembles the 
double II. Besides, in Mayidavolu plates written in PrAkpit: 
this question of letters has been solved in a very simple manner 


-Srt- 


ihey wrote PaUva, This can correspond to Pallava for in 
Prakrit the consonants arc not doubled. In the Hiraha<Jagalll 
plates it is written as Pallava though they are also in Prakrit. 
Later on, when the documents were written in Sanskrit, the word 
Pallava will be understood to mean “sprout". The identity 
of names leads u*. to think that the ancient kings of Kanehi 
belonged to the same family as the minister of Kudradaman. 
He lived in 150 A. D. and wc know Pallava kings reigning at 
Kfinchi in aboui 225 A. D. How did a member of this family 
that we find in Suiashtia in 150 A. D. establish himself in 
KAffchi ? The Vclurpaj.uyam plates give the answer to this 
question : a Pallava became king by manymg the daughter of 
a Naga king : and all the documents in our possession regar¬ 
ding the Nagas and the Pallavas seem to confirm this propo¬ 
sition. The Girnar inscription says that Rudradamau reigned 
in the province of Aparanta, that is, in the neighbourhood of 
Kaph&ri, and that his minister was a Pahlava i ax 
Same Apar&nta. in Kanh&ri that we find : (i) the 
the daughter of RudtadAman, (2) the inscription 
Nika, mother of Skanda-Nftga-SAiakarni. The latter inscription 
is written in such an archaic alphabet that it was fiist believed 
to be an inscription of Puhunavi (Rapson, page LI 11). Thus 
the minister of kudradaman and the motlici of the N.tga prince 
have lived almod at the same time and in the same country. 
We must not forget that the daughter of Rudradamau married 
a £atakarni. Moreover, the Hiiahadagalli plates have been 
found m the Hellary district, not far from Clnlaldrnog, where 
have been found the corns of the Maharathis; these plates arc 
written in an alphabet almost identical with that of the 
Banavasi inscription; the Hirahadigalh plates arc dated in the 
reign of S'va-Skanda-Pallava and the BannvAsi inscription 
mentions ^iva-Skanda-Naga. Thus the Nagas were the neigh¬ 
bours and the contemporaries of the Pallavas. 

There is again a vety peculiar point of resemblance 
between these two dynasties; we have said that Siva-Skanda- 
Naga was a Maharathi who reigned in the Chitaldroog 
region where the coins of a Maharathi have been found. These 
coins bear for emblem a “humped bull standing" (Ep. Ind. Vol. 
VII, page 51, plate III., figuies A, B, C; and Rapson, PI. VIII, 
No. 233, and page 57), and it is the “humped well standing" 




that is represented in the seals of the Guntur district plateg 0 / 
Skandavarman (see Ep. Ind,, Vol VIII, plate facing page 144); 
we know that the bull was the crest of the Pallavas. 

All that we have said above seem to show that a Pallava 
prince who was a native of the territory adjoining Aparftnla 
married the daughter of £iva-Skanda?NAga, and became king 
of Kanchi, after the downfall of the Satavahana dynasty; and 
that the son born of the marriage of the first Pallava king with 
the Naga princess bore, according to the custom of the Hindus, 
the name of his grandfather f§iv»-Skanda. 

Upon the whole, the history of the Deccan in the ‘HI 
century is not well understood; howovei, all the documents 'in 
our possession seem to show that in the first quarter of the 111 
century the last Sitavahana king was called Puhim&vi; the 
empire was governed by the Maharalhis who belonged to 
ceitain families that were related to one another and bore the 
names of Chutu, NAga and Pallava; it is these families that 
replaced the Satavahanas. 



$ 2. The expedition of Sninudra-Giipta. 


We know that u pillar in the foil t>l All.ihdlv.id enutuinh 
an inscription which is not dated but which lias been engraved 
during the reign of Samudra-Gupta. This inscription which 
is intended to glorify the emperor and which gives us the 
history of his reign has been published by J. F. Fleet in Ills 
work "Gupta inscriptions". 

The interpretation of this inscription has given room to 
numerous errors and some of them great ones. A few of them 
have been corrected. For instance, the text contains the word 
"Kauri^a”; Fleet (Gupta lose., page 7, footnote 1.) has said i 
that this word "is obviously a mistake" and has corrected it 
into "Kairaja” amt then into Kdrala; thence it has been 
concluded that Samudra-Gupta advanced as far as the Ch6ra 
kingdom In South India. This identification of Kaurftja with 
the Malabar coast seemed to be confirmed by two other 
identifications: Kauttura with Kotttira= Poll4chi (Coimbatore 
District) [see J. R. A. S., 1897, page 29] and Patakka with 
P4Igh&t. But now Kauttura is identified with Kothoor in 
Gan jam, and Palakka with a capital of the same name which 
was situated to the South of the KrishnA and which is men¬ 
tioned in many Pallava copper-plates (J. R. A. S., 1905, page 
29). Moreover, I have myself, in 1917, in my work ''The 
Pallavas," pages 14 and 15, said that the Pallavas reigned on 
the banks of the Krishna having their capital al Kanchi; so, 
Samudra-Gupta was able to fight with Vishnugopa of K&fichi 
without any necessity to advance to the capital : and I ventured 
the opinion that they probably met on the banks of the 
Krishna and perhaps even in the north of the river as we may 
suppose that the Pallava king went forward to meet the Gupta 
emperor. Thus Samudra-Gupta's expedition turns out to be 
considerably reduced. However, I think that there arc yet 
numerous errors to be coirected and that the whole history of 
Samudra-Gupta must be set right. 



(!) Mr. Vincent A. Smith believes that Sauuiclra-Gtiptn car¬ 
ried on his campaign in the valley of the Ganges before making 
that of the Deccan and that tho latter ended about 350 A. D. 
However, the author of the Inscription speaks of the expedition 
against the kings of DakshlnflpaUm before speaking" of the 
expedition against the kings of Aryyftvartla. t cannot but 
think that he has followed tho chronological order; I am 
therefore of opinion that the expedition to the south took 
place at the beginning of the reign, about 335 or 340 A. D. 

(2) Certain authors affirm that the hill MahOndragiri is men¬ 
tioned in the inscription. However, the passage “paishtaparaka- 
mnhcndragirikautturukasv&inidatta” means: Mahdndra of Paish- 
tapura and Svamidatta of Girikautturn, that is to say, the fort of 
Kottura which is on the hill. There is therefore no reference in 
the inscription to the hill named Mahdndragiri. 

(3) Mr. Kielltom in studying the Aihole inscription (Ep. 
hid., Vol. VI., No. I, page .') has identified “the water of 
lvunala" mentioned in this inscription with the kingdom of 
Kaurah mentioned in the Allahabad inscription. This inter¬ 
pretation has been adopted without any discussion and now 
everybody admits that Samudra-Gupta defeated the king who 
was reigning “on the banks of the Kolleru (Colair) lake/' I do 
not however see any reason why Kaur&fr should be identified 
with KunAJa. The names themselves do not resemble each 
other. I think that the word Kauraja must be read as Kor&ja and 
must be translated as “the Koraja kingdom” and that the Colair 
lake is not mentioned in the AllahAbad inscription, 

(4) In 1898 (J. R. A. S., 1898, page 369) Fleet affirmed 
that Airandapaila must be identified with Erantf&l, the chief 
town of a subdivision of the same name in the IvhandSsh district 
of the Bombay Presidency. The only poof was the similarity of 
the names. At once, all the historians admitted this interpre¬ 
tation and supposed that Samudra-Gupta, after having gone 
as far as Ivftnchi returned to the North of India' travelling 
through the vicinity of Bombay; and then, they identified the 
“DaivarAstra” of the AlU'ihAbkd inscription with MabfirSshp-a. 

This identification of Airan&ipalla with Eran(ldt is surely 
wrong. In the Allahabkl inscription, Airanijapalla is mentioned 
immediately after the citadel of Kottfira hill; it is therefore on 
the coast of Orissa that we must search for Eranjapalla. The 
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Siddhantam plates of D6v6ndravarraan (Ep. Ind. Vol. XIJ, 
page 212 ) were issued to nuke a grant to an inhabitant of 
Erantfapali, a town probably near Chicacole and which is, in 
all likelihood, the Airandapalla of the inscription of Samudrs* 
Gupta. 

(5) The identification of Devarashtra with Maharashtra is 
quite wrong. A set of copper-plates discovered in 1908-9 (No. 14) 
at Kasiinkota in the district of Vizagapatam mentions the grant 
made by the E. Chalukya king Bhima I. of a village situated in 
Elamaficha Kalmgaddia which formed part of the'province 
called D6varashtra. "Elamanchi-Kalingadcsa is perhaps to be 
" interpreted as "the Kalinga-country of which Elamanchi 
" (The modern Yellamancluh) was the chief town" (see Report 
on Epigraphy for 1908-1909; G.O. n. 538; 28 July 1909. 
Part II, No. 59,'page 109). 

To conclude : a )Airand.ippa!la is situated in the Ganjam 
district and Ddvarashtra is in the Vizagapatam district. I think 
.1 have now proved that Samudra-Gupta never went to the 
western part of the Dcccau. 

So the Allahabad inscription does not at all speak of Kerala, 
Pollftchi, Palghftt, Mahendragiri, Colair lake, Erandol in 
Klndfeh and Mahar&shtra. All the kingdoms mentioned in the 
inscription are situated on the cast coast of the Deccan. The 
expedilion was solely confined to this coast. How far did Samu¬ 
dra-Gupta advance ? Since Vishnugopaof KAuchJ reigned on the 
banks of the Krishna it is probable that he met with Samudra- 
Gupta in that region. 

(6) It lias always been admitted till now that the expedition 
of Samudra-Gupta was a very glorious one. However the ins¬ 
cription contains a detail which indicates the contrary am fact ( 
it is said that Samudra-Gupta captured the kings and afterwards 
released them ; and it is confirmed by the fact that none of the 
kingdoms of the Deccan remained in the possession of the 
Guptas. It is probable that Samudra-Gupta first subjugated 
some kings, but that very soon he encountered superior forces 
and was therefore obliged to relinquish his conquests and 
return rapidly to his own.^ite. After all those rectifications 
that we have just made, ^he expedition of Samudra-Gupta 
presents itself before our eyes in quite another form: it is no 
more a new Alexander marching victoriously llnough South 



India; ic was simply the unfortunate attempt of a king from the 
North who wanted to .annex the coast of Orissa but completely 
failed. About A. D. 340 k Samudra-Gupta left his capital 
Pafaliputra and marched' directly towards the South. First ho 
conquered' Southern Kosala where the king Mah&ndfit was 
reigning in the vicinity of Sirpur and Sombalpur. He then 
crossed the forests that are to the south of Sonpur and found 
there the small kingdom of Mahakantara which means "the 
great forest" and where Vyaglna-iaja, "the tiger king" was 
reigning. Then he reached the coast of Orissa. ManfarAja, king 
of Kor&la, MahOndia of Pishtapura, Svftnndalta of Ko^tura, ft 
citadel on the top of a hill, and Damana of Emnd-ipali hied to 
stop hnn but were captuied. Samudra-Gupta now prepaied to 
make new conquests when he was opposed by a confedeiacy of 
all the kings that reigned near the mouths of the Godkvaii and 
the Kpshn&, the most powerful of them being Vishjuigopa, the 
Pallava king of K&nclii. The other kings weie Nilar&ja of 
Avamukta, Hastiv.umau of Vcngi, Ugras$na ofPaUkka, KubCm 
who reigned in DevaiAshp'a and Dhananjaya whose capital 
was Kosthalapura. Samudra-Gupta being repulsed by the kings 
of the Eastern Deccan, abandoned the conquests he had made 
in the coast of Orissa and returned home. 

Of all the kings mentioned in the Allahabad inscription, 
there is only one who is known in other ways; it is Vishnugdpa 
of Kinchi whose name figures in the Vdy-alOr inscription (see 
The Pallavas" pages 20 and 23). 



§ 3. The Palliivas from 340 to 610 A. D. 


We now propose to study the history of the kings who 
have reigned after Vislmugopa, the adversary of Sumudra-Gupfa - 
about 340 A. D., up to Mahendravarm.in l, the adversary of 
Pul;ikc4in 11. about 610 A. D. 

In chapter 1! of my work “The l’allavas”, I have shown 

that the Viyaldr inscription enables u> to construct the follow¬ 
ing genealogy: 

KumAravisliciu 

i 

Skandavarman • 

i 

Viravarman 

I 

Skandavarman 

i 


Yuvaiuahardja Vislujugopa 

i 

Simhavannan 

I 

Vishyugopa 
Siihhavarman 

i 

Simhavislmu 

i ' 

Mahdndravarman f. 

In fad, thedmgoiju No. 1 plates (G. O. No. 99, 29th Aug. 
1916, Part II, No. 3), Orngo^u No. 2 (G. O. No. 99, 29th Aug. 
1916, Part II, No. 4), Pikira (Ep. Ind., Vol VIII, p. 159,) 
M&hgajur (Ind. Ant., Vol. V, page 154) and Chura (G. O. No. 
920, 4th Aug. 1914, Part II, No. 1) give us the following 
genealogy: 


Simhavannan 

i 

Skandavarman 

I 

Nandi varman 
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Kum$ra vishnu * 

i 

Skandavarman 

..4 , . 

. Viravarman 

i 

Skandavarman 

i 

Yuvamahfir&ja Vishnugopa 

i 

Siihhavarman 

i 

Vishnugopa. 

II must be noted that the Chura plates which are dated in 
the reign of the last king give him for giandfather Vishnugopa 
with the title of Maharaja, whereas the other documents call 
him Yuvamah&rija. This detail is of very little impoitance, 
for the documents sometimes give us incoi reel details about 
the grandfather of n reigning sovereign. This genealogy can 
therefore be accepted with certainty. 

The copper plates of Uruvupnlli (Ind, Ant. Vol. V, page 
20) give us the succession : Skandavarman, Vtravnrman, Skan¬ 
davarman, Yuvamahflr&ja Vishnugopa, which conforms ab¬ 
solutely to the one given above; but these plates are dated in 
the reign of a king named Sirtihavarman whose relationship to 
the other kings is not given. The most natural supposition 
would be to take this Siihhavarman to be the elder biother of 
Yuvnmah&iaja Vishnugopa and consequently the son of 
Skandavaiman. The Udaycndiram plates (Ep. Ind. Vol III. p. 
142) give the following genealogy : 

Skandavarman 

i 

Simhavaiman 

i 

Skandavarman 

I 

Nandivarman 

in which we find a Siihhavarman, son of a Skandavarman. One 
may therefore be tempted io believe that the Siihhavarman of 
the Udaycndiram plates was the grandson of Viravarman, 



The VayAliir inscription (see “The Pallavas", chapter II) has- 
thrown a final solution on this problem since it gives us the 
following series: 

(23) Virnvarman, 

(24) Skandavarman, 

(25) Sirhhavarman, 

(26) Skandavarman, 

(27) Nandivarman. 

The Vfilurpajaiyam plates (South Indian Inscriptions, Vol. 
II., Part V, give us a brief history of the Pallavas of Kaffchl; 
after having spoken, in verse 9, of Nandivarman, these plates say: 
“Then from the king named Sirhhavarman...was born the 
victorious Sirhhavislrnu". According to this passage it would 
appear that Sirhhavarman, the father of Sirhhavislrnu was the 
successor but not the son of Nandivarman, because we have 
here 44 1 hen" and not “from him" and this supposition has 
been completely confirmed by the Vayaltir inscription which 
gives tho following series : 

(29) Sirhhavarman, 

(30) Vishpugopa, 

« (31) .Sirhhavarman, 

(32) Siihhavinlipii, 

(33) .MahcMidravarmnn (1). 

Thus it IoIIown ilmt Siihhuvishpu was the gi .unison of 
Vishfliigdpa of the Clu'ira plates. Indeed, in the VAyaltir ins¬ 
cription, as well as in the Chfira plates, this Vislmugbpa figures 
as the son .nul successor of a Icing named Sirhhavarman. 

So then, in my opinion, the genealogy I have given at the 
beginning of this chapter can be considered as correct. 

We have thus utilised all the documents that we have, with 
the exception only of the Chendalur plates (Ep. Ind. Vol. VIII, 
page 233), which give the following genealogy : 

Skandavarman 

v ■‘Kiunaravishnn (1.) 

i 

Buddhavnrmun 

I 

Kumaravishnu (II.) king of KAnchi. 

Up to this time, all the authors that have tried to connect 



this genealogy with the one that we just examined have 
completely failed. 1 humbly confess that the theory I have 
propounded In my work ''The Pallavas" pages 17 and 22 is 
entirely "untenable.” I have supposed that these plates were a 
copy of a document dateejat the beginning of the IV century. 

I now admit that this is not possible, for if the text of these 
plates belonged to circ. 300 A.D., it will probably be in 
Piakrit; but the Cliendalilr plates are in Sanskrit and their 
phraseology clearly points to Ihe middle of the V century, 
that is to say, circ. 450 A.D. 

Recently I made a special study of this question and these 
are the results I have arrived at: 

(1) There is so great a resemblance between the phraseo¬ 
logy of the Chendaldr plates and those of Umvnpalli that there 
can be no doubt that the two grants were nearly contempora¬ 
neous. Piofessor Hultzsli has teniaiked that whole sentences 
were common to both these documents. 

(2) From a palscographic point of view, Professor Hult 2 sh 
has compared the alphabet of the ChendahV plates and those 
of Uruvupalh, Mftngalur, Pikira and has established that the 
letters "ra” and "ka” seemed to be more developed in the 
Chendalur document and that it must therefore be more 
modem. When 1 myself examined the alphabet of these foifr 
documents, I observed that, if the letters "ra” and "ka” were in 
fact developed a little more, there were as a set-off other letters 
such as "ha," "ya,” etc, which were developed a little less and 
th.it all that one can say on comparing the letters individually is 
that the Chendalur document was contempoianeous with the 
other three. 

But, if, instead of comparing the letters, we compare the 
general aspect of the writings, the Chendalur plates appear 
to be a little irregular and disorderly which is a characteristic of 
the ancient documents, whereas, the plates of Uruvupalli, Man- 
gajur, Pikira possess the order and regularity that belong to 
more modern writings. However, I do not believe that, in 
general, a comparison of the alphabets can give us any very 
correct information. Not only the plates of ‘the Pallavas but 
also those of the Gangas and the Kad imbas prove that the 
alphabets differ much according to the scribes who have 
engraved|thc plates; and the documents of the same reign do 
8 
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no( sometimes resemble one another, Lastly, l think that there 
is no need to compare the Chendalur plates dated from K&rlchi- 
puram with those of UruvupalH dated from Palakkada, 
Mfthga\ur dated from Da&mapura, and Pikiia dated from 
Mfinmatum: the towns of Palakkada, Darfannpurn and Mdmmitum 
were probably In the Guntur district, that fs, far away from 
K&fichtpuram and the difference of the countries fully explains 
the difference in the alphabets. 

(3) We have said that the Chcnd.iliir plates were surely 
almost contemporaneous with those of UruvupalH and we have 
also pointed out that the nlph ibet of the plates does not enable 
us to say if KumAravishnu II. of ChandaliV who reigned in 
Kitffchi was the predecessor or successor of Siifahavannan of 
Uruvupalli who probably reigned nl Kaffchl while his brother 
the Yuv^mah A raja Vishnugbpi reigned over the province of 
Palakkada. Now we shall find that it is certain that KmnAra- 
vishnu II. did not reign after Siihhavnnnan. In-fact, the 
grandson of the latter, Nandivartnau,,. reigned at IvAflch? 
(Udayendiram plates) and wc learn from the grant of VOlur- 
pajaiynm that Nandivarman had for successors Simhavannan 
and Siihhavishflu who was surely reigning at KAflchi because 
he conquered the Ch6Ja kingdom; after Simhav.irman, we 
cannot find a place for the dynasty of Chendalur. Besides, 
the VAyaliir inscription places the series Skandavarmnn-KumA- 
ravishflu-Buddhnvarman before the series Sirhhavarman-Skan- 
davarman-Nandivarman; and the VelurpAJniyain plates place 
KumarAvishnu and Buddhavarman (mentioned in verso 8) 
before Vishnugbpa and Nandivarman (mentioned In verae 9),, 

There is therefore room to think that the series of 
kings: 

• • * Skandavai man 

I 

Kumaravishnti (I.) 


Hiiitdhttvnrinnn 

i 

KumAravishnu (II.) 

(the donor of the Chendalur plates) 


V 
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liavc reigned al KAnchi before the series : 

Siihhavariuan 

(mentioned in tlm Univupalli plates) 

- i 

Skandavarman 

I 

Nandivai man, 

anc! owing lo the resemblance between the Chendalur and 
llvuvupalli plates, Kumauwishnu II would have been the 
immediate predecessor of Sirhhavarinan at KAnchi. 

At the end of 1915, Mr. C. R. Kriuhnamachari, Telugu 
Assistant in the Epigraphies! Office of Madras, has made a 
discovery which 1 consider lo be of veiy great importance for 
the history of the PallavaS, I mean the discovery of Uic Omgodu 
No. 1 plates (Report on Epigraphy, G.O. No. 99,29th Aug. 1916; 
Pail. II., page 113) which gives us the following genealogy : 

Kmmuavi'ihnu 

I 

SkttiKlavumwii 

i 

Viravarmaiu 

i 

Skandavarman. 

We must note, first of all, that the last of these kings did 
not probably reign at Kanchi since the document is dated from 
TArabrApa. Who then reigned al KAnchi when Skandavarman 
reigned in the Guntur district ? As this Skandavarman is the 
father of Simhavarman and the Yuvamaharaja Vishnugopa of 
Ihb Uriivupalli plates, we may suppose that the king who 
reigned at the time of Vlravarman and Skandavarman of Om- 
gotfu No. I was Kuinaravishnu It of Chendalur. 

But there is something more : the Omgodu No. 1 plates 
mention a king called Kum&ravishQU, a name which wc find 
mentioned twice in the ChendalOr genealogy; but since 
Kumftmvishpu II. probably reigned at the time of Vira- 
varman and his son Skanda, it is ICuraAravishpu I. who can 
be identified with the one of 6ihgodu No. 1. 

So we obtain the following genealogy which agrees with 
all the documents that we possess : 



Skandavarman (350-375 A. D.) 


KumAravishnu 1. (375-400 A. D.) 

i 


1 

Buddhavarman 

i 

1 

Skandavarman (400-425 A. D.) 

1 

Viravarman (425-450 A. D.) 
1 

Skandavarman (450-475 A. D.) 

i 

1 

KumAravishnu II. 
(King of KAnchi) 

r 

Simhavarman 
(King of Kanchi) 

1 

1 

Y. Vishnugopa (475-500 A. D.) 
(Govcrnoi of Palakkada.) 

1 

1 

Skandavarman 

i 

Nandivarman 
(King of Kanchi) 

1 

Simliavanr.au (500-525 A. D.) 

i _ 

1 * 

Visbijugopavarman (525-550 A. D.) 
(King of Palakkada) 


i 

Simhavarman (550-575 A. D.) 


Simhavishpu (575-600 A. D.) 

(King of KAnchi) 

i 

Muhendravarraan I. (600-625 A, D.) 

It is Co be observed that in the Omgotfu No. 1 plates the 
name of Viravaunan is not preceded by any title. It is therefore 
probable that lie did not reign but died young: so that 
KumAravIshfld II of Kanchi was the contemporaiy of Skanda- 
’varman Of TambrApa and the immediate predecessor, at KAnchi, 
of Smihavarman. 

In the clironology given above, we have admitted that 
Mah6ndravarman 1. ascended the throne about 600 A. D. and 
we have allowed for each generation an average of 25 years. 

It is probable that the first of these kings, Skandavarman 
(350-375), was the son and successor of Vishpugopaof KAfichi 
who reigned there from 325 to 350 at the time of Samudra- 
Gupta. 

It is more easy for u4 to cuiisliuct the genealogy of theSc 
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kings than to* compile their history, because the copper-plates 
give us always the names of the great-grandfather, the grand¬ 
father and the father of the donor, but these names are not 
followed by any historical details. They have words of praise 
added to them which are purely conventional and are 
applied Indiscriminately in a haphazard manner to any king. 

The only thing sve know is that from 400 A.D. lo 550 A.D. 
the empire remained always divided into two kingdoms : 
Tondaimaiujalam in the south with Kaiichi for its capital and 
the present districts of Guntur and Nellore in the north with 
TAmbrupa, Palakkada, Menmatura and Da&napura for 
capitals. 

VVc can also have some additional information when wo 
proceed to study the Gangas and the Kadambas. 

From the time of Simhavishnu the history of the Pallavas 
becomes clear. I think it is useless to repeat here what I have 
said in my book '‘The Pallavas," page 36; 1 shall be content 
with saying here again that Simhavishnu vanquished the Malaya, 
Kajabhra, Malava, Ch6Ju, PAntfya and Simhaln king and the 
K6ra^as, conquered the Cliola kingdom and took possession of 
the banks of the KAvGri ; that MahOudra was pursued by 
Pulak^in II. up to the banks of the KAv&ri, that he succeeded in 
defeating bis adversary at the battle of Pullaltir and preserved 
the country of I&nchi; but he lost the districts of Gu^tfir and 
Nellore which remained in the hands of the Chajukyas. 

Concerning the Pallava civilisation at the time of Mahdil- 
dravaiman I., 1 request the reader to refer to the following 
works : 

Concerning Architecture : “Mahdndravarman inscription at 
Conjeeveram," Pondicheny 1919. 

Concerning Sculpture: “Pallava Antiquities" Vol. I. Chap¬ 
ter II. 

Concerning Drama : “The MaUaviUsaprahasana;’ 1 Trivan- 
dram Sanskrit Series No. L V. 

Concerning Poesy and Music: "The Pallavas” page 39. 

Concerning Painting and Dance.: “My forthcoming paper 
entitled "Pallava painting," concerning the fresco- 
paintings at $ittai?navA$al. 



GENEALOGY OF THE PALLAVAS 


"Bappa-ddva" (225-250) 

Skandavarman (250-275) 

I 

Buddhavariuan (275-300) 

[Bucldhyun]kura (300-325). 

VishnugOpa (325-350) 

Skandavarman (350-375) 

I 

EumAravishnu I (375-400) 


Buddhavarinan (400-425) 
Kumftravislinu II (425-450) 


Skandavarman 

I 

Viravarman 

I 

Skandavarman (450-475) 


Simhavannan (475-500) YtfyanVAhdrftja Vishnugupa 


Skandavarman (500-525) 
Naridivarman I (525-550) 


Simhavannan 

I 

Vishnugopa 

Simhavannan (550-575) 


Sirhhavishnu (575-000) 

I 

Mah&ulravannan I (600-630) 


Blmuavarman 

i ' "sJyii i 

buddbavarman 


Narasimhavarman I (630-668) Adityavannan 


Mah&idravarman II (668-670) 
Parame^varavannau 1 (670-690) 
Narasimhavarman II (690-715) 
Paramfidvaravannan II (715-717) 


Govindavarman 

I 

H iranyavannan 

Nandi vai-man 11 (717-779) 

Dantivarman (779-830) 

Nandivarman III (830-854) 
i 

Nfipatunga (854-880) 
Apar&jita (880-900) 



CHAPTER IV. 


THE DYNASTIES OF CENTRAL DKCCAN. 


5 1. The VS k A takas. 


Till now, no one has thought of classing the VAkafakas 
among the dynasties of Deccan; it was believed that it was 
a dynasty that had to be studied with the dynasties of the North. 
An example of this eitoi is given by Kielhoin who classes the 
VAkAf.ika msciiptions (nos. 618 to 624) under the rubric 
“Inscriptions of Noithem India". 

Now then, I wish to make the following declaration : 
when trying to compile the ancient history of the Deccan, 1 
have come to the conclusion that the Vakatakas must be classed 
among the dynasties of the Deccan; and what is more, I can 
affiim that, of all the dynasties of the Deccan that have reigned 
from the III to be VI contuiy, the most glonons, the most 
important, the one that must be given the place of honour, the 
has excelled all otheis, the one that has had the gica- 
•'test Influence on the civilisation of the whole of the Deccan, is 
unquestionably the illustrious dynasty of the Vaknpikas. 

The undermentioned documents: Chammak (Gttpta Inscri¬ 
ptions, No. 55, p. 235), Siwani (Gup'a Inset iptions, No. 56 p. 
243), Dudia (Ep. fnd., Vol HI, p. 258), BaUghal (Ep. Ind., 
Vol. IX, p. 268), Piofessor K. B. Pathak's plates (Ind. Ant., 
Vol. XL!, 1912, p. 215), two inscriptions at AjantA (A. S. W. I. 
IV, pp. 53, 124 and 129), and the inscription in the Ghatotkacha 
cave at GuwAra (A. S. W. I., vol IX, pp. 64 and 138) give us 
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the following genealogy: 

VindyaSakti 

I 

PravaiasOna I. 

i 

Gaufamiputia 

I 

RudrasCna I; 

i 

PpthivishOna I. 

i 

Rudrasena II. 

i 

Pravarascna II. 

I 

I I 

a son NarOudrasOna 

i i. 

DOvasOna , PrithivishOna II. 

I 

HarishOna 

The first MahArAja, PiavamOna I. was (he son of 
Vindya&kli, "the banner of the VAkAtaka race” mentioned in 
the Ajanta (A. S. W. I., IV, p. 124) insciiption without any 
royal title. Pr.ivnrasCna I. pcrfoimed sacrifices, especially 
A4vamedha. Gautamiputra, who died probably before his 
father, as is seen by his never being a MahArAja, married.^the 
daughter of BhavanAga, king of tire BhAra&vas, ?\yho were 
besprinkled on the forehead with the pure water of BhAgirathi 
(the Ganga)”. It is probable that.BhavanAga who reigned near 
the Ganges belonged to the family of the NAgas of PadinAvali. 

We know nothing about RudrasOna I. His son Prithivis- 
henn reigned for a long time. Mr. Vincent A. Smith attributes 
an inscription (Gupta Inscriptions, No. 53 and 54, page 233) 
at NAchnA to this king; but when writing, Mr. Vicent A. Smith 
has not taken into account the BAIAghat plates which show 
that there was a second Pplhivishcpa. Is the NAchnA stone 
dated in the time of PpthivishOna I. or PpthivishOna II? 
Judging from the form of the letters I would attribute it rather 
to the second ; the small circle at the head of the letters seems 
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i 





to point rather to Die V than to the IV century (foe the History, 
of the VAkdtakas by Mr. Vincent A. Smith, see J. R. A. S.; 
April 1914, page 317], 

The 8th verse of the AJanfft Inscription says that Prtthlvi- 
shfiija l. vanquished the king of Kuntala, I. e, the Mamba 
king. 

The passage that follows it is so badly damaged that we 
can read nothing therein. The name of RudrasCna IT. is not 
visible; but it is not probable it has been omitted. In fad, this 
prince had the honour of marrying Prabhavati, daughter of 
Chandra-Gupla II. the illustrious emperor of the Gupta dynas¬ 
ty. Mr. Vincent A. Smith {J. R. A. S.; 1914, p. 326) thinks 
that this marriage took place about 395 A. D. and we shall 
admit this date. It was at tins time that Chandra-Gupta II. 
took possession of the kingdom of the Western Satrapas, 
and it is certain that the VdkAfaka empire adjoined that of 
the Western Satrapas j and the conclusion of Mr. Vincent 
A. Smith, which is very important for the chronology of the 
dynasty, is probably the right one. 

Professor K. B. Pathak's plates (Ind. Ant., 1912, page 
215) is a grant of land issued by Queen PrabhAv.iti, widow of 
Rudrasena 11, during the minority of her son the Yuvaraja 
DivakArasena. It seems therefore that Rudrasfina II. died shortly 
after his marriage and that about the year 400 A. D. the queen 
Prabhivati, the glorious daughter of the Gupta emperor was the 
regent of the Vaka^aka kingdom. We have said that Prithivis- 
•hflna I. vanquished the king of Kuntala; and ICuntaja is the 
empire of the Kadambas: the town of Halsi, in Beigaiirti 
district, which was at one time called PalAsika (Halasige) was 
Originally in the Kuntala kingdom (Ep. Ind. Vol XIII., p. 299; 
Kadrimba inscription, verses 58-62). The VAkAtakas were the 
neigbours of the Kadambas and the Vakataka kingdom extended 
up to the modern town of Kurnool on the banks of the 
Knshnft. We know that the famous temple of' Sn&ularft or 
<5ri-Parvata is in the Kurnool district; and a “story, as related 
“ in the Sthala MAhAtmya of the place, says that the princess 
“ Chandravati, a daughter of the Gupta king ChandragOpta 
“ conceived a passion for the God on the Sri&iila hill and 
0 began offering every day a garland of jasainine (mallikd) 
" flowers to him 1 ' (Report on Epigraphy for 1914-1915-G. O. 

9 



No. 1260, 25th Aug. 1915, Part FT, No. 13, page 91). This 
information is very previous as throwing light on the origin of 
the dynasty of the Vishpukurn^ins that we shall study further, 
In fact, we shall see that this dynasty had for its tutelary deity, 
the God of £ri-Parvata; and that the first king of this dynasty, 
MAdhavavarman married a Vhhjjiikun<|in princess. I think 
there can be no doubt that this princess was the daughter or the 
grand daughter of queen PrAbhAvati or Chandravati who was 
the daughter of the Gupta emperor, wife of Rudrasdna II. 
mother of Pravarnsdna II. and a votary of the God of 3ri- 
Parvata. It is probably during the reign of Pravarascna II. 
that the VAkatakas who reigned over almost the whole of the 
modern State of Hayderabad, succeeded in founding the 
dynasty of the Vishnukundms by placing on the throne of 
V6ngi, MAdhavavarman I who was the husband of a VAkAtaka 
princess and an adorer of the God of fari-Parvata. 

We do not know if the Yuvar&ja DivakarasAna ascended 
the throne. We only know for certain that a son of Rudraadna 
II. reigned under the name PravarasAna II, The poet Bana in 
his Introduction to Harshacharita mentions, among the most 
famous poets that had prececded him. PravarasAna who was 
the author of a work called SAlukavya. The capital of Piava- 
rasdna was called Pravampura and was probably founded by 
that king. It is certain that Pravarasdna II. reigned in the 
south of Jabalpur (Jnhbulpore) in the country in which we 
now find the towns of Setini (Seoni) and Elichpur (Ilichpur). 
The NarbadA separated his kingdom from that of the Guptas. 
Chainmak (Charmdnka) is situated on the banks of MahAnadi 
Gupta Insc., page 241). We have said that the VAkafka 
empire extended further south. In 450 A. D. the VAkAtaka 
empire had the following boundaries : in the north it 
was separated by the NarbadA from the kingdom of Ujjain 
where reigned the illustrious emperor Kum&ra-Gupta I. In the 
east was the vassal state of Raypur of which we shall speak 
further: the king Maha-SudCva had 3arabhapura for his capital. 
In the south-east was situated the kingdom of the Vislmu- 
kup^ins over whiqli MAdhavavarman I was reigning at 
VAngi. In th$.. south west, the river B hi in A separalcd the 
VAkAjakas empire from that of the Kadambas whose king 
Santivarman was the ° master of the entire KarnnAtn region"; 
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one of his capitals was PalAsika ( HaUi in Belgium). In 
the west the Traikfifas occupicdithe coast province of AparAnta. 
Thus the Vfikatakas reigned over on empire that occupied a 
very central position and it is through this dynasty that the 
high civilisation of the Gupta empire and the Sanskrit culture 
in particular spread throughout the Deccan. Between 400 
A. D. and 500 A. D. the VakAt&kas occupied a predominant 
position and we may say that “In the history of the Deccan the 
V century is the century of the V/ikdlakas". 

The alphabet of the plates of this dynasty is very peculiar: 
it is "box-headed". We shall have occasion to revert to this 
subject when speaking of the Kadambas. 

According to the AjaitfA inscription, the son of Pravara- 
sfina II, whose name lias been lost, must have ascended the 
throne when he was 8 years old (Arch. Surv. West. Ind„ VoJ. 
IV., page 125) It is probable that this prince was dethroned by 
his younger brother NArendras$na. In fact, the B&l&ghat 
plates say that NarfindrasGna "appropriated or look away the 
family’s fortune." NarSndrasfcna was married to Ajjhitabhatffi- 
rikd, daughter of the king of Kuntaja. This marriage took 
place probably about 445 A. D. Wc have admitted that Rudra- 
sena II married the daughter of Chandra-Gupta II about 395 
A. D. It is probable that the marriage of the grandson took 
place about 50 years after j wc shall see later on that this king 
of Kuntaja was probably the Kadamba Kakusthavarman. The 
B&Mghat plates say about NarGndrasOna that "his commands 
were honoured by the loids of Kosala, Mekala and M^Iava, 
and he held in check enemies bowed down by his prowess" 
This latter event took place after 467 A. D. It is impossible 
that NarendrasCna should be able to give ordcis to the Malava 
lung before this date : in fact, from +55 to 467 A. D., the king 
of Ujjain was the illustrious Skanda-Gupta Vikramaditya 
(Mr. Panna Lall in "The dates of Skanda-Gupta and his suc¬ 
cessors," Hindustan Review, Jan. 1918, argues that the reign 
of Skanda-Gupta ended about A. D. 467. See also, "Annals 
of the Bhandurkar institute 1918-19, Vol. 1, Part I, page 69). 
From 484 to 494 A. D. the country situated, between the 
Jamna and the Narmada was under the orders of Budha-Gupta. 

Pfithivishftna II, son of Nanhidras£na, was reigning at 
the time when the BAUgbat plates were engraved, 



It is impossible to know if D6vas6na reigned at the same 
time as PfUhivish&na II or after; it was probably at the end of 
•the V century. The minister of Devasdna was Haslibhoja who 
probably dug the Ghatotkacha cave at Gulwftra, eleven miles 
W. of Ajajtfa. 

Harishena, son of Dcvasena reigned pi obably about 500 tu 
530 A. D. It is probable that this king made conquests in all 
directions, since the Ajapta inscription mentions Kuntaja 
(the Kadamba kingdom) Avanli (Majvva), Kaliftga, Kosala ( 
Trikuta, Lata and Andhra. These events probably took place 
•from 500 to 515 A. D. In fact it is about 500 A. D. that 
Havivarman' killed Sri-Vishnuvarman, who was reigning at 
PalA&ka; Harivarmnn might have contributed to the struggle 
against the king of Kuntaki. In the VI century we have not a 
single document of the Traikutas. It is therefore probable that 
they were destroyed by Harishena at the begniming of this 
century. It is also probable that it was at the beginning of the 
VI century that Indra of Kalinga fought with Indra the 
• VishmikUmJin ; and possibly Harishena had to interfere in the 
affairs of the Ivalinga and the Andhra (between the G6d:ivari 
and the Krishna). Again, an inscription of Eran (Gupta Insc., 
p.93), dated 510-511 mentions a fight in which Bhanu-Gupta 
was allied with the king of Sarabha i.e. the king of ICosala. It 
is perhaps at this time that Harish^tja fought with the kings of 
Avanti (Majwa) and Mdkala (the Narbada). 

It is probable that the Vakataka dynasty was replaced, in 
the middle of the VI century, by that of the Kajachuris who 
held possession of all the country between Nasik and Ujjain in 
the second half of the VI century. 



$ 2 . The kings of Sarabbapura. 


The seal ol the Khariar plates (Ep. hid. Vo!. IX, page 
171) bears the following genealogy : 

Prasanna 

I 

Manamatra 

I 

Maha SudAva 

Dr. Von Konow m editing these plates, has observed that 
the word Manamatra was synonymous with Manaftka, (he words 
Matra and Anka meaning “ ornament,” and the UndivApka 
plates give us the following genealogy (Ep. Ind. Vol. VIII, p. 163 
and Ind. Ant. Vol. XXX): 

M&naiika 

I ^ 

DGvaraja 

i 

Bhavishya 

I 

Abhimanyu. 

The king Duvaraja had many sons of whom Bhavishya was one. 
Abhimanyu resided at Manapuram (Mana-town) which is 
identified with Manpnr (lat. 23°46*; long. 81°1T E ; see 
Gupta Inscriptions, page 136) near Bandhogarh in Rewa. The 
Uudivatika plates were issued to make a grant to the temple of 
[ Pfyha]- Pahgaraka which has been identified with Pagara 
near Pachmarhl (Sohagpur TahSil; Hoshangabad Dist; 
Central Provinces). The king M&nanka is described as being 
"the ornament of the Rashjxaktitas.” We have thus the two 
following series: 



(Khanar plates) (XJndivdUka plates) 

Manam&tra M&nanka 

i i 

Mah& SudCva DfivarAja 

Three documents, the Khanar (E|>. Ind., Vol. IX; page 170) 
Raipur (Gupta Inscriptions, page 196) and S&rangarh (Ep. Ind., 
Vol IX, page 281) copper plates, speak of king Sud^va (MahfU 
Sudftva-rftja) who had Sarabhapura for his capital ; this town 
cannot he’ identified ; however, it is probable that this king 
reigned in the neighbourhood of the modern town of Raypur 
which is situated to the south of the Mahanadi and near its 
source. This kingdom was theieioie situated between Kaln'iga 
m the cast and the kingdom of the Vak&takas in the west. It 
is also very probable that the kings of Sarabhapura were the 
vassals of the VSk&Jakas. 

It is also from Sarabhapura that were issued the Arang 
plates (Gupta Inscriptions, page l9l) which speak of the king 
Jaya (Jayar&ja). This king was almost the contemporary of 
Sud^va, since the alphabets resemble each other. However it 
is impossible to know the relationship that existed between these 
two princes. 

The alphabet of the plates issued from Sarabhapura lias 
a peculiar characteristic; it is box-headed as in the Siwani 
plates (Gupta Inscriptions, page 243) which are dated in the 
reign of PravarasGna II. 

I believe we can place the two kings Sud6va and Jaya 
approximately in the second half of the V century, 

It is possible that their kingdom was the Southern Kosala. 

An insciiplion of Eran (Gupta Inscriptions, page 93) 
gives us the following genealogy : 

...iaja 

i 

M&dhava 

who married the daughter of the king of Saiabha, 

I 

Gdparaja 

who was the ally of Bhanu-Gupta and was killed a little before 
the year 510*511 A. D. 

To sum up, we know very little about this dynasty. 
However, we may suppose—-it ia only a hypothesis—that the 
genealogy was os follows; 





Prasanna 

(of the RashfrakGta family) 

I 

Manamatra 
(king of Manapura) 

I 

Su-dCva-rdja 


Jayarftji Bhavishya 

(king of Sarsbha) | 

Abhimanyu 
(king of M&napura) 

Jayarflja was perhaps the son of SudSva, as the Undivdtika 
plates say that DGvar&ja had many sons and it therefore appears 
that Bhavishya was not the eldest. 


CHAPTER V. 


THE DYNASTIES OF WESTERN DECCAN. 
§ 1. The Abhiias, 


At the end of the II centuiy and the first half of the 
III centuiy the Abhiras were powerful in Gujar&t and KflthiA- 
war. An inscription (Ind. Ant. Vol X., page 157) of the 
Western Kshatmpas dated 181 A.D. (£. 103) is a donation by 
geneial (senapati) Rudrabhuti, who was an Abhira and the 
son of general Bahnka. In Majwft, in Gujarat and in Kathiawar 
have been found silver coins of a king named Mvaradatta. 
Mr. Rapson (pageCXXXVl) says : “there can be little doubt 
then that I4vantdatta icigned some time between A. D. 236 
and A. D. 239." Besides, it seems that the power of the 
Western Kshalrapas began to decline at this epocli : “Already 
in this reign (of Vijayas6na) appear the first symptoms of a 
decline about the yeai 167 or 168 (A. D.245-246)" (Rapson, 
page 137). At N&sik (Ep. Ind. Vol. VIII., page 88) there 
is an inscription (No. 1137 of Ludcrs's list) dated in the 
9th year of M&^hariputra ISv.irascna, an Abhira, son of 
3ivadatta. The latter is not mentioned as being a king. It would 
therefore appear that Hvarasdna founded the Abhira dynasty. 

Is this Abhira named I4varas6na the same as the king 
Uvaradatta of the coins, who, towards the middle of the III 
century founded the Abhira dynasty and carved out for him¬ 
self a kingdom extending over Kathiawar and the Nasik 
region ? 



5 3, The Traiktyas, 


This dynasty (see Rapson, seclions 42, 132, 134) reigned 
on the coast north of Bombay. 

They have found (J. B. B. R. A. S., 1914, Vol. XXIII., 
pages 1 to 7) some coins that mention a certain king named 
Indradatta and his son D.ihragana, some other coins that 
mention a king called Indradatta and his son Daharasfina and 
a few others that mention Dahraganaand his son Vyaghragana. 

The Pardi plates (J. B. B. R. A. S. ( Vol XVI, Art. XIX ; 
page 346) are dated in the reign of Dahras6na and in the 
207th year of the era used by the Tialkutas. 

The Smat plates (Ep. Ind., Vol XI, page 219) are dated 
in the reign of Vyaghrasfina m the yeai 241 and the plates 
discovered at ICanhCri by Mr. Bird are dated in the year 245. 

It is admitted that the era used by the Traikfifcas is noth¬ 
ing but the Kalachuri or Chedi era which begins on the 5th 
September 248 A.D. (Ep. Ind., Vol IX, page 129). So 
DahrasSna reigned in 455-6 A.D ; Vyaghrasfena in 489-90 and 
the Kanhfiri plates are dated in the year 493-494 A.D. It is 
quite possible that this era was not founded by the Traikiitas; 
it was perhaps founded by the Abhiras. -* v - 

A close examination of these documents enables U9 to 
admit tiiat the kings whose name ends in “gana" may be 
identified with those whose name ends in " s6na ". 

Thus we have the following genealogy : 

Indradatta •• • * * 

| . '• ~ • ~ 

DahrasAua (who reigned in 455 A.D.) 

Vyaglnasena (who leigned in 490 A.D.) 

The Traikuta is mentioned by Kalidllsa. 

The V ilk A taka Hhrislicna conquered it. 

The Pardi plates have been issued from the town of 
AtnrakA and the Surat plates from Amruddhapura. 
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§ 4. The Kajaclmria. 


The Abhona plates (Ep. Ind. Vol VI., page 294) and 
Sarsavni plates (Ep. Ind., Vol. VI., page 295) give us the 
following genealogy : 

Kpshpaistja 

i 

f^ihlcaragann (who reigned in 595 A.D.) 

I 

Buddharfija (who reigned in 610 A»D.) 

These kings use the special era we have already spoken of. 

We have a coin of Kp'shnarajn ( Prog. Rep. Arch. Surv. 
West. Ind. for 1914-15, page 60). 

It seems that the reign of Saihkaragana was glorious : the 
Abhona plates tell us that he had his capital at Ujjain and 
reigned over the Nasik regions which denotes a vast empire. 

The chief Nirihullaka reigned in the lower Narbada valley 
about 580 A. D., and was a feudatory (Sankhida grant; Ep, 
Ind., Vol. 11., page 22) of Simkarngann. Nirihullaka was 
perhaps a descendant of Sathgamasirhha who was king of 
Barakuchchha in 292 i. e. 530-531 A. D. (Stmao-Kala plates). 

Buddharaja probably met with great reverses: before the 
year A.D. 601 (B&d&mi inscription ) the king Mangalfida of the 
Chafukya dynasty vanquished him. In 609 A.D. he reigned 
at VidiSa (B6snagar, near Bhils&, Vadner plates). In 610 
A.D. (Sarsavni plates) he reigned at Anandapura (Anand in 
Kaira dist.; Ep. Ind., Vol. VI., page 297) and gave orders 
about the Barukachcha-vishaya. 

We know (Aihole inscription) that Pulak6$in II van¬ 
quished LMa, Gujarat and Mahva. 



CHAPTER VI. 


HIK DYNASTIES OK EASTERN DECCAN. . 


$ 1.—The lkshvakus. 


Tlucc inscriptions (Ind, Ant., Vol X|, page 256) found 
("Amar&vati andj.igayyap6taStupa”, Aich. Surv. Southern India, 
page 110) on the rums of the stupa at Jagayyapeta (Nandigihna 
Taluk, Krishna district) give the name of a king called Madhari- 
putra £ii Vira Purushadatta (Puiisadata) of the Ikshv.'ikus 
(lkh&kus) and arc in an alphabet which seems to poiiitoo the 
III century of the Christan era. 

What became of this dynasty later on, it is impossible to 
say. However, there exists a stone in Gu<J<$appa dry land at 
Anaji in the Divanagerc taluq of Mysore (Ep. Carm, Vol. XI, 
Dg, No. 161) which mentions "the family of the Kdkayas, who 
made iutcimarriages with the Ikshvakus." 



§ 2. The BrihiUphnLiyaiuis. 


The Kontfamudi plates (Ep, Ind., Vol. VI., p. 315) arc 
dated in the lOtli year of king Jayavarman, of the BphatphatA- 
yanas, who reigned at Kudura. The alphabet of these plates is 
extremely archaic; they are in prAkrit; besides, "the language 
and phraseology of the inscription are so similar to the NAsik 
inscriptions of Gautamiputra Satakai ni and of V&sishthiputra 
Pulumayi, that Jayavarmans elite cannot have been very distant 
from that of those two Andhra kings'* (Ep. Ind Vol. VII, No. 
31, page 315). It must however be noted that the legend on 
the seal is jn Sanskrit. It is therefore certain that Jayavarman 
reigned immediately after the SAtavAhanas. 

The Kondamudi plates record the grant of the village of 
BAatfdra in Kudura hara which is the province, as we know, of 
.which Kudtira was the capital. Where were this province and 
especially this town of Kudflrusituated ? Kondamudi, where the 
plates have been found, is situated in the Tenali taluq which is 
not far from the mouth of the Krishna. The town of Kudura 
is found mentioned in an inscription at Amaravali (No. 1295 
of Lilders's list). The country of Kuduhara or Kuclrah'ora is 
mentioned in the plates of Nandivarman of the SalankAyana 
dynasty. These plates were issued from V-figi and have been 
found near the Kolleru lake (Ind. Ant., Vol V, 1876, page 17S. 
See also Burnell, "South Indian PaUcgraphy, 2o Ed. page 135.) 
The country called Kudrahara or Gudrahara is referred to in 
many documents (see in particular : Ind. Ant., Vol XIII, page 
138, line 17; Ind. Ant., Vol VII, page 191, line 12, and the 
Rendubajji copper-plate, Rep. on Epigraphy for 1914-1915, 
G. O. No. 1260, Public, 25th Aug. 1915, page 8, coppcr-plate 
No. 2 of 1915) The geographical indications given by these 
documents [see also : Ind. Ant., iVol VIII, page 76; S. I. I. 
Vol I, page 47; and inscriptions Nos 539 and 544 of 1893) 



show Hint Kudi»-ahara or Gudrahara is (he country adjoining 
the modern town of Masulipatam (Bandar.) 

Besides, there have been found at Masulipatam (Bandar 
Taluk) four sets of copper-plates that give information about 
this country; 

(1) The .grant of Amnia II, (S. I. I., Vol I., page 47) 
containing an order to the people living in GudravAra-vishaya. 

(2) The plates of VijayAdilya HI. (Ind. Ant., Vol. XX, 
page 103, anti Ep. Inc!., Vol. V., page 122) granting the village 
of TianqlapAru situated in the Gujravara-vishaya. 

(3) The plate* of Bhiina II. (Ind. Ant., Vol. XX,, page 270, 
and Ep. Ind., Vol. V., page 135) granting a field in Gu<JtavAra- 
vishaya. 

(4) The plates of Amnia II. (Ind. Ant., Vol. VIII, page74 ; 
and Vol. XX, p. 271; Ep. Ind., Vol. V„ page 139). granting 
land. The hist document is interesting as it show* the precise 
position of the land : it was situated beside the village of 
P&mbajrru in the Gudravth a-vishnya .ind near GhantaSAIA ; 
again this grant of land was made to a chief "for having 
improved the town of GudrAvAra” ; we know that Ghanta£AIA, 
which was situated in Gudravara-vishaya is a village in the 
Divi taluq situated at a distance of 10 miles from Masulipatam 
(Bandar) ancl 6 miles from the village of Ktiduru. 

We shall therefore conclude that the town of Kudflca, 
which was the capital of Jayavarman in the III century of the 
Christian era, is but the modern village which is 4 miles 
west-north-west of Masulipatam and 6 miles from the village • 
of Gar>tha£Ala and is mentioned under the name of KOduru 
(Z) in the list of villages of Bandar (Masulipatam) taluq (see 
"List of villages of the Madras Presidency," 1914, page 150). 
The village named PAntura in the Kon&unudi plates, is perhaps 
.Panduru, a village in the Bandar (Masulipatam) Uluq. 

It so happens that the result we have arrived at is fopndto 
be of immense importance not only for the ancient history of 
the Deccan but also of Indo-China, 

We know that the civilisation of Indo-China is of Indian 
origin and a study of the Indo-Chinese documents has proved 
that, the civilisation of Indo-China came almost exclusively from 
tiie Deccan. The Indo-Chinese inscriptions are dated in the 
§aka era and tlieir alphabets very closely resemble those of the 



inscriptions in the Deccan. Such an inscription of Cambodia 
(see, “Journal Asialique" VJlesGrie, Tome XX., No. 2, Aout- 
Septembre 1882) dated in the Sakn year 589 “ essentially agrees 
with those of the first Cliajukyas from the sixth to the eight 
century/' The alphabet of the most ancient inscriptions found 
in Annam fully resembles, as has been remarked by M, Abel 
Bergaine (Journal Asialique, Janvier 1888, page 15) the alpha¬ 
bets of the inscriptions of the kings of Vcftgi, the Pal lavas and 
the first Kadambas. Again, certain inscriptions (for example 
Nos 415 and 415 bis, XXI of the collection mentioned by 
Mr. Bergaine) are characterised by a peculiarity which is called 
the " box-hcadcd" alphabet and M. Bergaine observes that 
“the relations between the Champa kingdom and those of 
Southern India were so frequent that the alphabet changed 
(here in the same manner, We shall even see that a simple 
ornamental appendage, a deeply cut square at the head of the 
letters which, in India proper, seems to have boon in fashion 
during almost the whole of the V century finds its way into 
our XXI inscription. 

It must first be noted that this influence existed in the II 
century of the Christian era : 

(1) The inscription of Mura-raja or £rl Mai a, king of the 
Champas, which is found near the village of Vo-can, in tl\e 
Nhatrang valley in the province of Khah-Hoo (Journal Asitiquo, 
Janv.-Fcvrier 1891, page 17) in Annam, is written in Sanskrit 
and in an alphabet that is identical with that of (the inscription 
of Rudrad&man at Girnar. 

(2) Ptolemy gives the names of the towns situated on 
the coast of Annam that were not simply Indian but were also 
Sanskrit (Journal Asiatique-Rapport Annuel; Juillel-Aout 1888, 
page 70). 

We thus arrive al the following very important conclusion : 
“The Indo-Chinese civilisation did not come from every place 
in India, but, from a port of the Deccan whence the travellers 
embarked for Indo-China". 

Where was this port situated ' That is the important pio- 
biein we are now going to solve. This port was existing al the time 
of Ptolemy, and is found mentioned by this geographer. In 
/act, this is how Ptolemy describes the east coast of the Deccan 
(see Ind. Ant., Vol. XlU., page 332): "Mouth of the river 



Khabfiros—Khabdris—Sabouras—PodoukA— Melange— Mouth 
of the river Tyna—Kotlis—Manarpha—Mouth of the river 
Malsdlus—Kontakossyia, a mart—Koddura—Allosygnd—The 
point of departure for ships bound for KhrysA—Pafottnv— 
Nafngaina—Katikardama— Knnnagara—Mouth of the river 
Madanh”. 

We sec that, in the II century, Ptolemy has said that the 
ships that wanted to go to the country of gold (Khrysd) i. e. the 
Indo-Chinese peninsula (Burma, Malacca, Cambodia, Annam) 
started from a fixed point (locus unde solvunl in Chrysen 
naviganles). Till now there was complete uncertainty in regard 
to the geographical position of this port. There was no doubt 
at all that “ Khabfiris-emporiiun" designated the town of 
Kav'ripatnain; in fact, Ptolemy has mentioned above the 
'* mouth of the river Khabdros” which is undoubtedly the 
Kftvfiri. But between this town and the Ganges not a single 
place mentioned by Ptolemy could be identified with some 
amount of certainty. Many authors have put forth hypotheses 
but without any great success. Colonel Yule thought that the 
river Maisohts was no other than the Kpsbn£, because not far 
from its mouth there is the modern town of Masulipatam ; blit 
this reason was not very convincing. In the theory of Colonel 
Yule the (own that Ptolemy calls Koddura was identified with 
Gnduru, near Masulipatam. This identification was regarded 
with the greatest scepticism, for they replied to Colonel Yule 
that; 

(1) The word Koddura does not fully resemble the word 
Guduru. 

(2) There is nothing to prove that the village of Gfldtiru 
existed at the time of Ptolemy and has preserved the same name 
for 18 centuries. 

It is no more the same thing to-day. In compiling the 
ancient history of the Deccan and in studying the Koiidamudi 
plates, we have made fhe following important discoveries : 
(1) That the modern town named GAdum by Colonel Yule 
was once called Kud&ra (2) that Kudura existed at the time of 
Ptolemy. So we can now think of identifying the Koddura of 
Ptolemy with the Kudura of Kontfamudi plates. 

Our knowledge of ancient Deccan enables us to make an¬ 
other new identification, Between Gudtiru and the mouth of the 


KjrishnA, there is the town of Gbantaaali, where Mr. Alexandre 
. Rea (South Indian Bouddhist Antiquities—Madras 1894, page 
32) has discovered the remains of a Stftpa which date from the 
beginning of the Cluislian era ; so, GbaptaSdlft existed at 'the 
time of Ptolemy ; and exactly at the required spot, on the- sea 
side, between Koddura and the mouth of the river, Ptolemy 
places the mart of IContakossyla. 

VVc have thus,solved an important problem, we have been 
able to identify certain places named by Ptolemy in a part of 
the Deccan coasi; and the place whence ships departed for 
Indo-China is found near Koddura, a little more to the north 
on the coast, 1 . c. not far from the mouth of the Godavftii. 

We shall therefore conclude that the port of departure for 
vessels bound for Khrysfi, during Die time of Ptolemy, was 
situated near the mouth of the Godflvihi and that it was from 
there that the civilisation of India starleed to go over to Burma, 
Java, Cambodia and Annum. 


§ 3, The Salankayanas. 


This dynasty had VeAgipura for its capital, and had a 
special cult for the god Chitrarathaswnmin. The remains of a 
temple dedicated to this deity are found at Pcdda-vGgi near 
Ellore. As copper-plates connected with this dynasty and this 
countty have been found in the enviions of this town, 1 think 
we may admit the identity of Vengipura with Pedda-vGgi. The 
plates of king Vijaya-DGvavarman (Ep. Ind. Vol. IX., No. 7, 
page 56) are in Pi&kpt but contain two Sanskrit verses. This 
king is said to be the ‘performer of horse sacrifices.' 

Another set of plates found near lake Kolleru (Ind. Ant. 
Vol. V., 1876, No. XVIII, page 175) is in Sanskrit and is proba¬ 
bly not so ancient. It mentions Chandavarman and his son 
Vijaya-Nandivarman. The Salankayanas ruled at this epoch 
over the same country of Kiujuhaia which fotmeriy was the 
native land of the Bphatphalayanas. 

Ancy. F. Fleet says (Ind. Ant, Vol. V., 1876, page 175): 
"In Sir W. Elliot's facsimiles I have another copper-plate 
inscription of Vijaya-Nandivarma and his Yuvamah&iAja whose 
name seems to be Vi i ay a- T u ngavarma or Vijaya Buddhavarmfi 

.the language, even, is doubtful but seems to be 

prakrit." This name is piobably BuddhavarmA, for, in 

the margin there is the character "dlu" ". 

It is probable that these kings: DGvavarman, Chandavarman, 
his son Nandiv.ilman and perhaps also the problematical 
Buddhavarman, have reigned between 350 and 450 A. D. It 
appeals in fact that these kings came after the invasion of 
Samudra-Gupta ; and it is again probable that their kingdom 
was conquered in the fifth century by the Vishnukundins with 
the help of the V&kAtak.is. 
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§ 4, The Vislmukuntjins. 


The lUmafirlham (Ep, Ind.Vol. Xl„ page 134) and the 
Chikkulla plates (Ep. Ind. Vol. IV., page 193) give us genealogy 
No. 1 ; and the Puliihbtiru grant (Report on Epigraphy lor 
1913-14; G. O. No. 920, Public, 4th Aug. 1914, page 102) gives 
us genealogy No. II : 

/ MAdhavavarman 1. 


No I. 


No II. 


Vikram6ndravannan 1. 

IndrahhatjArakavarman 

Vikrainfindravannan 11. 
VikramahAndra 

Govlndavarman 


V \ MAdhavavarman (II). 

v ' •' I am of opinion that VikramnhAndra may he Identified with 
Vikramdndravnnnnn II. In fact, I have remarked that in several 
documents the information regarding the grand-fatlitr or other 
ancestors of the reigning king has been sometimes altered. It 
Ib probable that the real name of the grandfather Of MAdhava II 
was VikramAndravnrninn II. 


It seems that the capital of the kingdom ‘was LendiijOra 
which is probably the present village ot Dendulflru, in the 
Kllore taluq near the ancient city of Vefigi. 

The tutelary deity of the dynasty is the "Holy Lord of 
id Parvala," id Sailam in the Karnul District. This God was 
the favourite deity of Prabh&vati, widow of RudrasAna II. and 
mother of PravarasAna II, the VAkAtaka king. On the other 
hand, MAdhavavarman I., the first Vishnukurujin king had 
married a VAkAtaka princess and we have said already, that very 
probably, in the middle of the V century, the VAkAfakas 
uprooted the ancient SAIaukAyana dynasty of Vengi and placed 
on the throne their relation MAdhavavarman I. This king, in 
fact, is reported to have performed numerous sacrifices, 11 of 
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them being horse sacrifices which arc emblems of victory. 
Besides that, the eulogies of this king resemble those found in 
the V&kataka copper-plates of Pravarasfina !. 

The king Vikramftndravarman I. had no other merit than 
that Of birth. He was the ornament of two families, the 
VishQukugdiiu and the Vakatakas. His reign was probably 
short. 

On Hie contrary, Indrabhattarakavarman had a long reign 
as the Rnmatirtham plates are dated in the 37th year of his 
reign ; besides, during this reign, there was a terrible attack 
made by a king, who probably reigned in Kalinga, who was also 
called "Indra" and who seems to have been the head of a 
coalition of kings. These plates tell us that Indrabhajtaraka- 
varman ‘'encountered in hundred thousands of battles numerous 
four-tusked elephants (chaturdanta)"; wc know that God Indra 
is mounted on the elephant of the East which has four tusks. 
That statement is wholly confirmed by copper plates written in 
a similar alphabet which have been found in the Godaveri 
District. They arc those of Pjrithivimula (J. B. B. R. A. S., 
Vol. XVI., page 116). From lines 17-20, we learn an alliance was 
entered into by several chiefs to uproot by force Inclrabhatta- 
raka whose Elephant Kumuda (the elephant of the S. W. 
quarter) was struck down by Indradhiraja mounted on his own 
elephant Supratika (the elephant of N. E. quarter). So there 
were two Inaras present: Indradhiraja, kingi of the northcist, 
that is, of Kalinga along the coast of Orissa, and Indrabh4ta- 
raka, the Vishnukuiujin who reigned in the southwest, that is 
to say in Vehgi. Now, it seems that it was the king of the 
Vishnukun^ins that was the victor. In fact the same Ramatxr- 
tham plates Commemorate the grant made by Indra of a village 
situated in the PJaki-rashtra. This province is mentioned in the 
Timmapuram plates (Ep. hid. Vol. IX., page 317) under. the 
name of Palaki-vishaya. And we know that this same province 
of Palaki-vishaya contained the village of Che;upura, which is 
nothing but Chipurupalli in the Vizagapatam District (Ind. 
Ant. Vol. XX., pages 15 and 16). Since the Vishnukundin Indra 
was the master of Vizagapatam District after his war with the 
king of Orissa, it is certain that he was the victor. Wc have 
said that there was a coalition of many kings against Indrabhaf- 
faraka, Among them perhaps was tfarish&ia the VAkAjakaj 



ill fact, the Ajanta inscription says that Harishena vanquished 
the king of the Andhra country. This word show’s the country 
between the Godavari and the Krishna, that is to say, the 
kingdom of the Vishnukundins. 

The son of Indrabha^Aiaka was Vikramendravarnian II, 
It is certain that this king reigned on the banks of the Kristina 
as the Chikkulla plates mention the village of Rfigonpun to the 
S. E. of Ravireva on the bank of the KpshpabcnnA ; and 
RAvir&va has been identified by Mr. Sewell with Ravcralah 
80°10'E and 16°50'N): 

The son of VikramCndravarnian II. (Vikramah«lndra) was 
Govindavarman and his grandson MAdhavavarman II (Janasraya). 
The last of them "ciosscd the river Godavari with the desire to 
conquer the eastern region". This event probably look place 
shortly before the invasion of PulakAsui II. who pul an end to 
the dynasty of Vishnukun4ms and annexed the kingdom of 
V^ngi. 

In my work "The Pallavas" (chapter III,, page 34), 1 have 
attributed the cave?' of Untfavalli, Sittanagaram, Bezwada, 
Mogalrajapuram to the Vishnukundins. I shall not speak of it 
'once again. 

The seal of the-Chikkula plates (Ep. bid. Vol IV., plate 
-facing the page 244) resembles that of the Ramatirthain plates: 
an advancing lion with its fore-paw raised, mouth wide open 
and the tail swung over the back so as to end in a loop 
(G. O. No. 538; Rep. on Epi. 28th July 1909). The lion 
was then the crest of the Vishnukundins. It is to be remaiked 
that the Kadambas have the same crest whicli proves the 
family relationship that existed between the Kadambas and 
the Vishpukupd>»s. We find the image of a vase sculptured 
on the pilla'is at Unflavalli and Mogaliazapuram, and the image 
of a lion at U^i^tavalli. Coins bearing the image of a lion on 
the obverse and tiie image of a vase on the reverse have also 
been found. (sec for instance, in Mr, Vincent A. Smith's, '* Early 
History of India," the plate concerning the Indian coins in 
the British Museum : coin No. 16, from Elliot, “Coins of 
Southern India" PI., II, 49). These coins have been 
attributed to the Pallavas. In 1917, in my work “The Palla¬ 
vas'' (Chapter III, page 34), I have attributed Ihese coins to 
the Vishpukupdlus. 
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§ 5. The Kings ol Kaliftga. 


We have six documents that give us information about 
the kings of Kalinga. We have said that, about A. D. 340 r 
Samudra-Gupta met on the coast of Orissa with MantaiAja, 
king of Koiala, Swamidatta of Kottura, Damana of Eran^apali 
and Mahfindra of PisMpura. The last of them had probably 
the title of king of Kalinga : wc shall see, in fact, that Sakti- 
varman ( Ragolu plates) who also reigned at Plshtapuia had 
this title. The six documents we have mentioned being all in 
Sanskrit arc probably posteiior to the year 400 A. D. On the 
other hind the coast of Orissa was conquered by PulakfiSm II 
(Aihole inscription) about 609 A. D. and was piobably 
shared between the Eastern Cbalukyas in the south 
and the Eastern Gangas in the noith, The dates of the 6 
documents in question are therefore between 400 and 600 
A. D. 

Unfortunately, it is impossible to establish a chionology 
of the kings of Kalinga whose names we know. Therefore 
we 'shall now proceed to enumerate those documents- without 
any ascertained chronological order. 

a) The Ragolu plates ( Ep. Ind. Vol XII, page 2) mention 
Vasishthiputra Saktivarman, king of Kalinga who reigned at 
Pishtapura. It is said that this sovereign “adorns the Mfiga- 
dha family,” which goes to show that this prince was 
related to the Guptas and reigned towards the middle of the 
V century when the Guptas and the V&katakas dominated the 
Deccan. 

b) The Godavari copper plates (J. B. B» R. A. S. Vol XVI, 
page 116) had been studied when we gave the history of 
Indrabhattaraka of the Vishnukumjin dynasty : the king 
Ppthivimula who was the donor of the GddAvaii plates was 
the son of Sii-Prabhakara and reigned in the city of K4nd^{i. 
He was the vassal of another more powciful king named 
Indra who was the son of Mitavarroan, reigned at Mapalkudi 
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and had for his war-dephent Supratika (the elephent of the 
N. E. quarter). The document says that this king was the 
victor in the struggle against the king Inclrabhattarnka. But 
we have said that this is not probable and that, on the contrary, 
tiic VishnukujyJin king seems to have aennxed the districts of 
Godavari and Vizagapatam and driven away the kings of 
Kalihga to the north. In fact, the capital of the kings of 
Kalinga which was Pishtftpuram at the limes of MahGndra and 
V&sisfhiputra Saklivaiman seems to have been transferred 
further north to Sarapalli and Simhapura after the Vishnu- 
luin^ms captured Pishtapuram. This event probably took 
place in the first quarter of the VI Century. 

c) The Chikakole plates (Ind. Aul. Vo!. XIII., page 48) 
of Nandaprabhanjanavarman issued from S&iapalli and 

d) the K&marti plates (Ep. Ind.Vol. IV., page 143)ofChan- 
davarman issued from Siihltapuram, have many points of resem¬ 
blance : the phraseology of both these documents is almost 
the same ; the seals bear the word “PitpbhakUh" ; Nanda- 
prabhanjana and Chandavarman are both of them called 
kings of Kalinga,- and lastly, Simhapura, the capital of 
Chandavarman may be identified with Singupuram, a village 
near Chikakole where the plates of Nandaprabiianjaua were 
discovered. 

e) The Brihafprostha grant of Umuvarman, lord of Kalinga, 
issued from Simhapura (Ep. Ind., Vol. XII., page 4) surely 
belongs to the same group as the plates of Chikakole and 
Komarti. It is impossible to say in what chronological order, 
Umavarman, Nandaprabiianjaua and Chandravarman reigned. 
Their epoch is also uncertain ; they might possibly have reigned 
between 525 and 609 A. D. 

0 Lastly, we have to mention the Sarabhavaram plates 
(Ep. Ind., Vol. XIII., page 104) for, this village where they 
were discovered is in the Godavari district and it is probably 
here that the Lord of Chikura, whose name is not mentioned 
and who perhaps lived in the Vi century, reigned. He was 
probably not a "king of Kalinga" but only a simple feudatory. 
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CHAPTER VII. 

THK^f)YNASllES OF THE Ka.VARESE DISTKICT8. 

§ 1. The Kadambas. 

The genealogy of (he Kadambas may probably be the 
following : 

Mayflra&rrann (340-360 A. D.) 

i 

Kaiigavarman (360-385 A. D.) 

I 

Rlmgirnthn (385-410 A. D.) 

__ I 

I I 

Raghu (410-425 A. D.) Kakusthavarman (425*450 A. D.) 

i 



MfigMavarman Mandhfitnvarman Vishnuvarm.m Dlvavarmftn 
(475-488 A. D.) (488-500 A. D.) 

| Simhavarman 

Ravivarman Bh&nuvarman Sivaratha 

(500-537 A. D.) Kpishnavarman II. . 

| - (550-565 A. D.) 

Harivarmau Kumaravarman 
(537-550 A. D.) j Ajavarman 

Mandhala-Rfija . I 
(Sh.moga plates) Bhog.vaiman 

-;— Vishnuvarmnn 

etc. 
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A part of tills genealogy has been published by Professor 
Kielhorn (Ep. Inch, Vol. VI11., page 30) and admitted by 
Mr. Rice in his work "Mysore and Coorg from inscriptions" 
["jy6shtha-pilp," in the Birur plates, means a father's elder 
brother]. 

The genealogy given above diffeis from those published 
by Messrs. Kielhorn and Rice because I have 'taken into ac¬ 
count the discovery of the Shimoga plates in 1911 and those 
of Tagarc in 1918. The Tagarc plates (Annual Report, Mysore 
Archaeological Department, for 191S, page 40, No. 71) give us 
the following genealogy: 

Krishna varman 

i 

Ajavarman 

i 

Bhfigivarman 

i 

Vishnu varman 

Relying on the form of the letters, I thought that it was 
not possible to admit that this Kpshnavarman was Krishna- 
v^rman I; but that he was, on the contrary, very probably 
kpshnavarman II. 

The Shimoga plates (Annual Report, Mysore Archeologi¬ 
cal Department, for 1911, page 31), say that the king MAn- 
dh&ta-RAja, son of KumAravarman reigned at CJchchangi 
(Uchchangidmgu=Uchchasnngi). This town belonged to 
3ivaratha in the 4th year of the reign ot Harivarmau (Halsi 
plates, Ind. Ant., Vol., page 30); that is why we can suppose 
that Kiim&tavarman was the son of £ivaratha or Hativarman; 
the Shimoga plates do not give us any information about his 
filiation. 

The chronology of the Kadambas has not yet been fixed 
on a suie basis. It is only a complete study not only of this 
dynasty but also of all the other dynasties of the Deccan that 
will enable us to arrive at a satisfactory result. In the 
genealogical table, I have just given, I have put within 
brackets, beside the name of each king, the approximate date 
of bis reign, according to the chronology I have adopted. I 
shall now try to justify this chronology. 


(J) We have said, when speaking of the copper plates of the 
Pallava dynasty, that palaeography was genei ally a bad auxi¬ 
liary to the chronology of dynasties; very often, two documents 
dated in the same reign differ much from each other. 
However there is a special case to which I must draw the 
reader's attention. We know that in the middle of the V 
century the Gupta-V&kfitakas were very powerful in the Deccan. 

I cal! Gupta-VftkAtakas those kings of the V&k&taka dynasty 
whowcie the sons, grandsons or great-grandsons of queen 
Prabhfivati, daughter of DSvagupta (Chandra-Gupta II). We 
know that this queen was the regent of the kingdom duringthc 
miniority of her Son; and the plates of Piofessor Pdtak 
(Ind. Ant., 1912, page 215), which are dated in the time of 
this princess, bear on the sea! not the genealogy of the Vaki- 
takas but of the Guptas. The descendants of this queen con¬ 
sidered themselves to be .is much Guptas as VAkdtakas. 
They adopted a vciy peculiar alphabet which spread as a queer 
fashion in the V century, in the empire of the Guptas, at the 
time of Chandra-Gupta II fBuhler "Ind. paleography" Ind* 
Ant. Vol XXXIII, page 64). Thislhas been styled the ‘'box- 
headed" alphabet. I distinguish two sorts of "box” placed at 
the head of the letters : 

The "true box"; it is thus described bv J. F. Fleet: 
"formed by sinking four short strokes in the shape of a squaro 
and leaving a block of stone or copper in the ccnlrc of them" 
fGnpta Inscriptions, page 19). 

The "false box" is more simple: the sculptor or engra¬ 
ver has simply removed a sufficiently large square surface at 
the head of each letter. 

As an example of the “true box” we may take the 
Balaghat plates (Ep. Ind. Vol. IX., page 268) of PplhivishA- 
na II and all the plates of PravarasAna II (Chammak, Si warn 
and Dudia). 

When examining the Uruvupalli plates (sec the plate in 
Ind. Ant. Vol. V, page 51) which are dated from Palakkada 
in the 11th year of the reign of the Pallava king Sirfihavar- 
man and which have been engraved by order of YuvamahA- 
rAja Vishnugopa, I made the important remark, which no one 
has done up to the present, that the alphabet of this docu¬ 
ments was "box headed”; nay more, it is not the "false box" 
12 



hut the "true box" so much so that these plates can be shown 
as an excellent specimen of the “true box". Siihhavarman and 
Vishnugops have reigned between 475 and 500 A. D. and the 
Uruvupalli plates are probably dated 486 A. D. The plates of 
M&ftgal&r and Pikira of the son of Vish$ug6pa arc not box¬ 
headed; we may therefore say that from 500 A. IX, the 
box method disappeared. The same phenomenon is lo be seen 
in the Kadamba'documents! the plates of Mpg64u and Man- 
dhatri are box-headed, hut those of Ravivarman are not. There 
is room to think that Mpigc%i and MAndhAtri reigned from 
475 to 500 A. D. and were contemporaries of Siihhavarman 
and Vishntigopa; and that Ravivarman reigped after 500 A. D. 
when the box method has disappeared from the Deccan. 

(2) We know that about 550 A. D., Piilak^in I seized 
VAlapi and founded the Chajukya kingdom: but if we 
look at the map, we see that the geographical position of 
B&dami (VAtApi) allows us to affirm that PalA&ka (Halsi) 
could not belong to the Kadambas when the ChAjukyas were 
In BAdAml. It may therefore be asserted that all the plates 
•found at Halsi and dated from Pala^ikft (Ind. Ant., Vol. VI, 
pages 23, 25, 28, 29, 31,) arc anterior to 550 A. D. We may 
therefore say that Harivarman who, in the 5th year of his 
reign (Ind. Ant., Vol. VI, page 31) held PalA&kA, icigned 
there before the middle of (he VI century. It has to lie 
noted that wc do not know of any Kadamba document dated 
from PalA^ikA which is posterior to the one wo have just 
mentioned; it is therefore probable that Harivarman was 
almost the contemporary of Pulak6$in I and was vanquished 
by him. The Sangoli plates (Ep. Ind., Vol. XIV, page 165) 
mention an astronomical phenomenon and Mr. K, N. Dikshit 
of Poona has observed that during the VI century this 
phenomenon could have occured only thrice: in 507, in 526 
and In 545. The Sangoli plates being dated in the 8th year 
of Harivarman's reign, this king must have come to the throne 
only in 526-8=518 A. D. or in 545-8=537 A. D., if we belie¬ 
ve that this event happened in the VI century. The lalter date 
agrees perfectly well with the chronology we have adopted ; 
we shall therefore admit that Harivarman ascended the 
throne in 537 A. D.' 

Let us now proceed to sum up the history of this dynasty. 



The Tstytgtioda inscription (Ep. Inch, Vol VIII, page 30) • 
gives a version, probably historical, of the origin of the 
Kadambas. There was a brahman belonging to the Manavya 
g6tra named Mayflradarman who was a native of Sthftnakundur 
(TAJgu^uJa) ancl belonged to a family culled Kadauiba 
since a kadamba tree sheltered their house. He came to the 
capital of the Pa I lava empire to study the Vedas ancl there had 
a quarrel with a horseman. Hearing it said that the brahman 
caste was inferior to that of the Kshatrias, he got angry, put 
himself at the head of a band of adventurers and attacked the 
Pal lavas in the forests of Sri Parvala. With the help of Brihad- 
Ban.i and other kings, he succeeded in founding the kingdom 
of which Banavasi (Vaijayanti) was the capital. Mr. K. G. 
Sankara Iyer of Trivandrum in his excellent article on "The 
age of KA lid Asa" published in the "Quarterly Journal of the 
Mythic Society," (Bangalore, VoJ. VJI1., July 1918) says : "It 
is probable that Mayuraiarman took advantage of the confusion 
caused by Samudragupla's southern expedition to set himself 
up as an independent ruler”. This hypothesis accords with the 
chronology we have adopted, 

Dr. A. Venkatasubbiah, the learned officer of the "Mysore 
Archaeological Department", has written an article on "The 
Kadamba prakrit inscription of Malavalli" Ind, AjU., VoJ. 
XLVI, page 154), in which we find the exact tenor of that 
document. It is a Kadamba inscription, but the name of the 
king is not mentioned. However, as it is in prAkpt we may 
suppose that he was the most ancient king of the dynasty and 
that the document is dated in the reign of Mayura&rman, that 
is, the middle of the IV century. 

The 8th verse of the Aj.u>jA inscription (cave No. XVI, 
Arch. Surv, W. Ind., Vol IV, pages 53 and 124) say> that the 
VakAtaka king PrithivishAna I. vanquished the king of Kuotala, 
i. e. the Kadamba king. It is certain that Prithivisheiy.i I. 
reigned for a long time : tradition says that he reigned for about 
a hundred years ancl Mr. Vincent A. Smith is of opinion that it 
means "from about forty to sixty years". We know that his son 
RudrasSna II. married the daughter of Chandra-Gupta U, about 
395 A. D. We may therefore be almost sure that PjrithivisliA^a 1. 
reigned between 350 and 390 A. D. According to our chrono¬ 
logy lie must have been the contemporary of the Kadamba 



king Kangavarman (360-385 A. D.) and it is probable tliat this 
king of Kuntala is the one whose defeat is mentioned in the 
Ajapt& inscription ; and the Talgunda inscription seems to 
confirm this supposition, as ii says that Kangavarman accom¬ 
plished "lofty exploits in terrible warV’. 

We have not got any information about IShagiratJia. 

Raghu "subdued enemies by his valour". It is probably 
in his reign that his brother K&kustha bore the title of 
YuvamahAiAja and ruled over PalaSikA (I-Ialsi in Belgaum) in 
the year 80 of an unknown era which probably began with the 
founding of the dynasty by MayurnSarman. In that case, the 
Halsj plates (Ind. Ant., Vo!. VI, page 23) would be dated about 
the year 420 A. D. and K&kustha would have come to the 
throne in 425 and reigned til! 450 A. D. 

The Balnghat plates (Ep. Ind., Vol. IX., page 268) say that 
NarendrasSna w.is the grandson of Prablifivati-GuptA and that 
he married the daughter of the king of Kuntala named Ajjhila- 
blia{tarika. When did this marriage take place ? We have 
admitted with Mr. Vincent A. Smith (J. R. A. S., April 1914, 
page 326) that the marriage of RudrasAna 11 with the daughter 
of Chandra-Gupta 11, the queen Prabhavuti-Gupta, look place 
about 395 A. D.; we may suppose that the marriage of their 
grandson took place 50 years later. So the marriage of the prince 
Gupta-VAkAtaka with the daughter of the king of Kuntala must 
be placed about 445 A. D. We have said above that it is certain 
that the Kunjala kingdom was no other than the kingdom of the 
Kadambas (see Ep. Ind., Vol. XIII, page 299, verses 58—62). We 
may therefore put the question : who was the Kadamba king that 
reigned in 445 and gave his daugter in marriage to the Gupta- 
V&k&taka king? In our chronology Kakusthavarman is shown 
to have reigned from 425 to 450 and it is quite possible that 
in 445 he had a daughter of marriageable age: and the celebrat¬ 
ed inscription of Tahguruja which contains the eulogy of 
Kakusthavarman and is writhen in the "box-headed" alphabet 
says that Kakusthavarman gave his daughters in marriage to 
the Guptas and other kings. 

The plates of Mj igfisa and Mandhatri, "the sons of £&ntivar- 
nian, are also written in the same alphabet, 

Two sets of copper plates discovered at DCvagiri (Ind. 
Ant,, Vol. VII, page 35 and page 37) are dated in the 3rd 



and 4ih years of the reign of Mpgtea; the Halsi plates (Ind. 
Ant,, Vol. VI, p, 24) and the Hire-Sakuna plates (Ep. Cam,, % 
Vi II, page 12), arc dated in the 8th year of the same reign. 
The HifjiahabbAgthi (Ep. Cam., IV, p. 136) and Tdlguiuja 
records arc not dated, The last document (Mysore Archeolo¬ 
gical Report, for 1910-11, page 35, and Plate IV, 2) mentions 
tho wife of MpgA&i,' who was born in the Kaikeya family, and 
was called Pi ftbhftvati. In the first 8 years of his reign, about 
480 A. D. Mrigdsa utprooted the Gahgas, and was a very fire 
of destruction of the;Pallavas (Halsi plates, Ind. Ant., VI, p. 24). 
Mfig^a reigned at Vaijayanti. It is probable that he did not 
reign long, since the documents we have got do not go beyond 
the 8th year of his reign. 

It is probable that Mpige&i was succeeded by his younger 
brother M&ndhAtrivarman who also reigned at Vaijayanli: 
the Ku<Jgere plates (Ep. hid., Vol. Vj. f p. 14) aie dated in the 
2nd year of his reign. His private secietary DftniOdaradatia 
was probably the DAmudua of Koijnur (Ind. Anl., Vol. 
XXI., p. 93). 

In the absence of more precise infoimalion, we may 
admit that Mpgcsa reigned from 475 to 490 A. D. and 
MAndhAtri from 490 to 500 A. D. 

When Sanlivarman, MpgeSa and Mandhatri were reign¬ 
ing at Vaijayanti, Lhc northern provinces (Belgaum, Kaladgee 
and Darwar), which had Pala&ka (Halsi) and Triparvatu (pro¬ 
bably Dcvag^ri) for their capitals, were governed by princes 
belonging to the younger branch of the Kadamba family. 
Krishjiav.uman I., son of KAkustha and elder brother of 
Sanlivarman, reigned at Triparvala (probably Dcvagfiri, in 
the ICarajgi taluk of Dharwatf District). He had the prince 
DAvavannan ;is yuvamahAraja (DftvagCre plates, Ind. Anl., 
Vol. VIII., p. 33). Almost at the same time, Vi9h\u»varman, 
the elder (Birur plates) son of Krishna varman 1, made a grant 
in the Sindhulhaya-rashtra (Bijapur District) with Che permis¬ 
sion of his cousin Santivarman (Birur plates; Ep. Cam., 
Vol. VI., p. 91 ; Kadur No. 162) Vishnuvariuan was the son of 
a Kuikeya princess who had married Krishnavarman 1. Who 
were the Kaikeyas? Nothing is lenown about them. The kingdom 
of PalAsikA (Halsi), which was governed by Vjshnuvannan, 
belonged to tlic Kadambas of Vaijayanti; in fact, when 



was reigning at Vaijayanli (Ind. Ant., vol. VI, page 24), he 
gave orders for the construction of a temple at PalftiikA. 

It is probable that on the death of Mandhatri, the crown 
of the Kadambas came, as a matter of right, to Ravivarman 
the son of MAndhapi; this prince being young, his cousin 
Vishnuvarman tried to size upon the throne wdh the help of 
the Pal lavas; but Ravi killed his adversary. In fact, n set ul 
Halsi plates (Ind. Ant., Vol. VI, page 32) say that Ravivarman 
‘'acquired the regal power by the strength and prowess of his 
own arm", and another set of Halai plates (Ind. Ant., 
Vol. VI, page 29) also add that Ravivarman "having slain 
Srt-Vishnuvannan and other kings, and having uprooted 
Chantfadanda, the lord of KAnchf has established himself at 
PalaiikA". The Nilambur plates (Ep. Ind., Vol. VIII., page 
146) are dated in the 5th year of Ravivarman’s reign; and 
there arc three sets of plates (Ind. Ant., Vol. VI, page 25, 28 
and 29) that are dated in the same reign from PalAffikA. The 
Ajjibad-Sirsi plates (Progress Report, Arch. Surv. \yest. Ind., 
for 1917-1918, page 35) arc dated in the 35th year of his reign 
which corresponds probably to circ. 535 A. D. and il is likely, 
that,, having come to the throne about 500 A. D. when suffi¬ 
ciently young, he reigned for about 40 year* and died in 537 
A. D. The inscription on the stone at Kavatfi (Sorab 523, 
Shimoga ; (Ep. Cam., Vol. VIIf, page 167) mentions the 
death of Ravi and of his wife who probably became a sati. 

His son Harivarman succeeded him at Vaijayanli (Sangoli 
plates; Ep. Ind., Vol. XlV., page 165 ; 8th year of the reign) 
and at Pa!A$ikA (Halsi plates, Ind. Anl., Vol. Vi., page 31; Sth 
year of his reign). We have said that lie ascended the throne in 
537 A. D. 

About the year 550 A. D., Pulake^in I. of the Chalukya 
family installed himself at VAtApi (BAdami). This town being 
situated exactly in the middle of the northern provinces of the 
Kadamba kingdom, it is almost certain that Harivarman lost, 
about 550 A. D,, all the country that had for its capitals 
PalaSikA (Halsi) and Triparvata. 

Wc have seen that Ravivarman killed Vishijuvarman, his 
cousin and settled at Pala^ikA; Sufabavarman, the son of 
Visijuvarman, probably remained in an inferior position during 
the reign of Ravivarman ; but the son of SimhAvarman who 



was called Krishnavarman II. ascended the throne of Vaijayanti. 
The Bennur plates (Ep. Carn., Vol. V., page 594 ; Belur 245) 
speak of a military expedition and the BennabalU plates (Ep. 
Cam., Vol. V, Be. 121 ; and Ep. Inch, Vol. VI., page 18) say 
that Krishnavarman IT. “has gained the fortune of royalty by 
his heroism’'. The kingdom.of Krishnavarman II. extended 
between the Chajukva kingdom in the north and that of the 
Gartgas in the south. Mftdhava II. of the Ganga dynasty 
married the sister of Kpshpavnrman II. Probably, it was 
Krishnavarman II. that was defeated by the Chaluka Kirtivar- 
man I. shortly before 570 A. D. and whose country was ruined 
by the Pallavas (Anaji insc., Ep. Cam., Vol. XI, Dg, Mo. 161). 

For a long time it was believed that the dynasty was com¬ 
pletely destroyed. However, the discovery of the T.igare plates 
(Mysore Arch. Report for 1918, page 40 and plate XI) seems 
to prove that the son of Krishnavarman II. who was called 
Ajavarman, did not reign, but that Bhogivarman, the son of 
Ajavarman, was the “acquirer of an extensive kingdom by the 
strength of his own arm". It is probable that this kingdom did 
not last long, for, it appears that this country was occupied, 
shortly after, by the Gahgas (Tagarc plates of Polavira, Mysore 
Arch. Report for 1918, page 41). Vishnuvarman son of Bhogi¬ 
varman probably lived in the beginning of the VII century. 

The Chftlnkya king Pulake&n II besieged BanavAsi (Aihole 
insc.) and, in the Kadamba country Iherc are inscriptions of 
Pnlake&n II (Sh, 10), Vikramkditya (Sa. 79), VinayAditya 
(Sit. 154) and Vijay&ditya (Sk. 278). 

At the end of the VIII century, the Pallava king Danti- 
vannan married Aggafanimmati, “the daughter of the celebrated 
king, a crest jewel of the Kadamba family" (Velurpalaiyam 
plates, vers 18 ; S. 1. I., Vol. 11., Part V., page 511). 



§ 2. The Gangas, 


Up to the moment of writing this, the genealogy of this 
dynasty has remained unsettled for the following reasons : 
The first documents that were discovered were no doubt 
spurious. They gave the following genealogy : 

Kon^anivai man, 

Madhavn (I), 

Harivarman, 

Kishnugopa, 

Madhavn (II), 

Avinitn, 

etc. 

In 1913, were discovered the Penukontji plates which 
give the following genealogy : 

Konganivarman, 

Madhavn, 

. i 

Ayyavarmau, 

Madhava. 

This document was cei tainly a genuine one ; it was ad¬ 
mitted that the genealogy given in the spurious records is 
erroneous and that the only reliable one is what is given in 
the Penukonda plates. It has therefore been admitted that 
the following is the correct genealogy : 

Konganivarman, 

Madhava'I, 

I r 

Ayyavarmau, 

MAdhava II., 


Avinita, 

etc. 



Here the donor of the Penukoptfa plates is mentioned aS 
the father of Avinita. I strongly protest against these 
suppositions. I affirm that the genealogy given in the spurious 
records is quite correct, but that, till now, no one has unders* 
tood the true reason for the disagreement that exists between the 
Penukonda plates and the other documents. F. Fleet says 
(J. R. A. S., 1915, page 472): "It must be obvious that two such 
different statements cannot bolh be true". There lies the mis¬ 
take : 1 am of opinion that both the genealogies are correct; 
but they are of two different dynasties. 

First of all, I have to declare most emphatically that the 
genealogy given in the spurious records is quite correct. In the 
Mysore Archaeological Report for 1916, Mr. R. Narasimhachar 
lias published two sets of copper plates : the Sringeri plates of 
Avinita and the Uttanur plates of Durvinita; and, as for the 
Guinmareddipuia plates of tiic same king published in 1912 
§ 69, "there arc no indications, that would lead one to suspect 
the genuineness" of those recoids. The dynasty referred to in 
these documents is that of the “Gangas of Talak&d". 

I now proceed to prove (he existence of a second dynasty 
which I shall call the dynasty of the "Gangas of Paruvi", We 
possess two documents of this dynasty which has remained 
unknown till now : 

1) The Pcnukonda plates' issued by the king M&dhava 
when making a grant of land situated near the tank of Pnruvi 
in Paravivishaya (J. R. A. S., 1915, page 480 and "Report on 
Epigraphy” for 1913-1914, Madras, page 83-84); J 

2) The Bondig&nhalli plates of Krishnavarman, son of 
Madhnva, which mentions the grant of Kuraura in Paruvishaya 
(Mysore Arcbjeol. Annual Report for 1914-1915, plate XVIII). 
Paruvi is identical with Parigi seven miles north of Hiridupur 
in the Anantapur district. 

The capital of this dynasty was perhaps Kavaip&ta from 
which place arc dated the plates of Krishnavarman. 

The chronology of the Gangas has till now remained so 
very uncertain that the authors who have treated the subject 
sometimes differ by several centuries. 

However, all of them arc almost agreed on the one point, 
that Mftdhava II, the father of Avinita, married the sister of 
Krishnavarman I, the son of Kakustbavarman of the Kadamba 
13 



dynasty : but it i8 quite certain it was not the case. The docu¬ 
ments say that M&dbava II. married the sister of the Kadamba 
Krishnavarmart, but this king was, I am sure, llie second of 
that name and not the first. I declare that M&dhavn II. married 
the sister of Krislinavarman II. 

The first king, of whose date we are sure, reigned in the 
VIII century : in 1918, Mr. R, Kara^imhachai discovered at 
Halkfir (Sira taluk) an inscription on a stone belonging to the 
reign of Snpurusha and dated 3. 710 or 788 A. D. This Icing was 
the son of Sivam&m (Valjim.ilai insc., No, 91 of 1889), and 
grandson (Si'uji plates, Ep. Inch, Vol. VIII, p. 181), of Rhuvikra- 
ma. Since £ripurusha reigned in 788 A. D. we may suppose that 
his grand father Bhuvikiama ascended the throne in the first 
quarter of the VIII century (700-725 A. D.). The father of 
Bhuvikrama named Srivikrama must have reigned thcrcfoie 
fn the 4th quarter of the VII century (675-700 A. DA and 
his grandfather Mushkara in the 3rd quarter of the same 
century (650-675 A. D.). We know that Durvfiita the 
father of Mushkara reigned for a long time : the Gummare^di- 
pura plates (Report, Archa*oJ. Depart. Mysore, for 1912 ; 
-paras 65-69) are, in fact, dated in the 40th year of his 
reign, and, as it is probable that he lived a few years more, 
we may give him a reign of 45 years which will extend from 
605 to 650 A. D. His father Avinita probably reigned for an 
equally long period, for, the Sring6ri plates, which are dated in 
the second year of his reign, say that he obtained the “sove¬ 
reignty while still on the lap of his divine mother" and the 
grant of Ep. Cam., 9, DocJda-BalUpur, 68, is dated in the 29th 
year of his reign. Wc may therefore believe that lie reigned 
for a further period of 11 years after making the latter grant 
and that his reign lasted about 40 years. Avinita would there¬ 
fore have reigned from 565 to 605 A. D. According to these 
calculations, M&dhava II., the father of Avinita, would have 
reigned from 540 to 565 A. D. and this is exactly the epoch we 
have assigned to the Kadamba Krishnavarman II. If we now 
bear in mind that the Ganga Madhav.i II. and the Kadamba 
Kfishnavarman 11. both reigned over Mysore, the one in the 
North and the other in the South, and that, in consequence, 
they were neighbours, it would seem to be quite natural (hat 
Miidhava II. should marry the sister of Kpshnavarman II. It is 



clear that it is absolutely impossible that MAdhava li, who 
lived in the middle of the VI century, should'have married the 
sister of Kpshriavarman I. who lived in the middle of the 
V century. We shall therefore conclude by saying : “M&dhava II, 
the father of Avinita, married the sister of the ICadamba Kpsh- 
jjavarman II. and reigned from 540 to 565 A. D.“. 

This chronology is in perfect accord with all the docu¬ 
ments. We shall presently see that Ayyavarman was placed 
on the throne about 480 A. D., by Siriihavannan, the Pallava 
king that reigned from 475 to 500 A, D., and that the son of 
Ayyavarman was crowned by the Pallava Skandavarman 
(500-525 A. D.). 

We get therefore the following genealogy and chronology : 

Konganivarman, (of the Kanvayana gotra), 

l 

M&dhava I., 



Ayyavarman (480-505) 

I 

Mikihava (505-530) 

I 

Kpshpavarnuui 
(acc. circ. 530) 

(Paruvi dynasty) 


Harivanuan 

i 

Vish.mgopa 

. i 

MAdlravri II (540-565) 

I 

Avinita (565-605) 

I 

Durvinita (605-650) 

i 

Mushkara ) second half 
[ of the 

Srivikr.unaJ VII century 

I 

Bhuvikramal first lial: ' 
j [of the 
Sivamara ; VIII century 

i 

Sripurusha (788 A. D.) 

% 


etc. 

We shall now try to give the history of these kings. 



We have said Ural, about 480 A. D. # the Kadamba MpigeSa 
fought with the Gangas and was "a very lire of destruction ol 
the Pal lavas" (Halsi plates, Ind, Anl., Vol. VI., page 25). This 
information is very important as it proves that about *180 A. D. 
the Pal lava s aided the Gaiigas in their light with the Kadambas. 
The Pa Hava Icing at this epoch was probably Simliavarinail who 
reigned at Kanchi and to whom we have assigned the date 
475 to 500 A. D.j and this fact is confirmed by the Penugoruja 
plates that say that the Ganga king Ayyavaiman “was duly 
installed on the throne by Sidihavarman MahAr&jd, the lord of 
the prosperous Paliava family (Rep. on Ep. for 1913-14; G. O., 
No. 920, 4th Aug. 1914). The son of Ayyavannan who was 
called Madhava alias Simhavamiun was “installed on the 
‘ throne by the illustrious Paliava (king) Skandavarman". We 
have said that Skandavarman of Kanchi, son of Sidihavarman 
reigned from 500 to 525 A. D. It is probable that this Paliava 
king had also to contend with the Kadambas for strengthening 
the sovereignty of the Ganga king for, the Halsi plates (Ind. 
Ant., Vol. VI., p. 29) say dial Ravivarinan struggled against 
“Charujladanda, the lord of Kanchi". Since we do not know 
of any Paliava king of that name, wc may suppose that the 
name “Chandanda” was a “biruda” of Skandavarman who 
reigned at this epoch (500-525 A. D.) 

MAdliava alias Sidihavarman, who made the grant com¬ 
memorated by (lie Penugonda plates, reigned over Paruvi- 
vishaya and must be identilied with the Madhava ot the 
Bentfig&nhalli plates (Mysore Arclne. Report for 1914-15, plate 
XIII) whose son Vij.iya-Kfishnavarman reigned over Paruvisha- 
ya. This king Kpshpavarman must have reigned in the middle 
of tlie VI century, for, the alphabet of the Bewjig&nlmlli plates 
is almost identical with that of the Bailuahalh (Ep. Ind, Vol. 
VI, p. 18) and Chikkulla (Ep. Ind., Vol. IV.. p. 196) plates. 
Kpshnavarman is the last known king of the Paruvi dynasty. 

The king Madhava II, who belonged to the dynasty of the 
Gangas of Talakfld, “bought the sovereignly with the strength 
of his own arm", and married the younger sister of the Kadam- 
ba Kpshnavarman (II), who, in the middle of the VI century, 
reigned over** large part of Mysore. 

His son Avinila (565-605 A. D.) married the daughter of 
Skandavarman king of Punnflja. 



We must here say a few words about the kings of Punnad- 
The capital of this province was Killhipura or Kiltur (Hg. 
56, Ep. Carn., Vol. IV) on-the river Kabbani, to the west of 
Talakatf. In 1917, Mr. R; Narasimhachnr discovered (Mysore 
Arclueol. Report for 1917, page 40, No. 87) the MAmballi 
plates that give us reliable information about this dynasty. 
The spurious plates of Komaraliogam (Ind. Ant., Vol. XVIII; 
page 362) give further details which arc very probably histori¬ 
cal. 

The genealogy of this dynasty would be the following : 
RAshtravannan 

(of the TAmra-KaSyapa family) 


Prilhivrpati • Nugadatl.i 

(the eldest) | 

Bluijahg.i 

(who nut lied the daughter of Singavarnun) 

i 

Skandavaiman. 

It is probable that this Skandavaiman gave his daughter 
in marriage to the Ganga Avinitii (565-605 A. D.), king of 
Talakad* The issue of this marriage was Durvinita who annexed 
PunnAd to the kingdom of the Gangas. 

Durvinita (605 to 650 A. D.) is known “as having his broad 
chest embraced, of her own accord, by the goddess* of 
sovereignty, though she was intended by his father for another 
son", as the victor in the battles of Andari, AlaltOr, Polujape, 
Pernagara (in Salem district); as the lord of Pannatfa and 
Punnada; as the author of three works, namely a Sabdiivalara, 
a sanskyit version of the Vadcjakalha or Brihalkatlia, and a 
commentary on -the 15lh sarga of the Kiralarjuniya (Mysore 
Archaiol. Report, for 1916, page 45). 



SYNCHRONIZATION OF THE DYNASTIES OF THE DECCAN. 



It in very probablo that ibc Kndomha Hari Turman ascended the throno in 637 A. D. nni so, was c 
■with the Pal lava long YishmigSpa (525-660), grand father of Simhavudinu whose date 575-600 is not donbtfuL 
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§ 3. The Ch&lukyas. 


The genealogy and the chronology of the Western Cha|u- 
kyas present no difficulty : 

Jnvasiihha (of the MAnavya gotra) 

I 

RannrAga 

l 

Rantvikrama Pujak6$in I (cite. 550 A. D.) 

‘ I 


Khlivannan I (566-597), MangaIO s.i (597-608), 

I 

i-[ 

Pu|ak66iu II., Kubja-Vishnu vardhana 

(609-642) . (founder of the Eastern Clmjukya dynasty) 

The origin of this dynasty is obscure [the legend given 
in the "grant of Vira-Chocla," S. I. I., Vol. 1.7 page 50, has 
nothing historical in it ]. In 1905, (J. R. A. S., for 1905, page 
360) Fleet found out that the hypotheses formed on this subject 
were all of them baseless. I shall, however, make a remark 
the grant of Undivatika (Ep. Ind., Vol. VIII., page 163) which 
is probably dated in the first half of the VI centmy says that 
the commander of the fort of Harivatsakotta was a certain 
Jayasimlia (see also Ind. Ant., Vol XXX). Can this Jayasimha 
be the founder of the Chajukya dynasty ? 

Pulake^in 1., who probably came from a town called 
Indukanti installed himself about 550 A. D., at Vaiapi (BAdarni). 
We have said that this military operation could have been 
effected only by having defeated the Kadamba Icing (probably 
Harivnrman) who reigned, with Halsi for capital, over the 
modem provinces of Kaladgee, Belgaum, and Dharwar. The 
historical documents say that he performed a horse sacrifice. 
We know also (BAd.imi insc., Ind. Ant., Vol. Ill, page 305; 

• Vol. VI, page 363; Vol. X, page 58) that he married Durlabha- 


ddvi of the Batptira family. This family lived probably not 
far from Goa nl R6validvipa (Goa plates; J. B. B. R. A. S., Vol. 
X., page 348). His eldest son Kirtivarmnn I. succeeded him 
in S66-7 A. D. 

The inscription of MahAkuta (near Bad A mi) [Jnd. Ant., 
Vol. XIX, page 7] says that Kirtivarmnn gained victories in the 
following countries : Vanga and Anga (E. and W. Bengal), Kil¬ 
lings, Vattfira, Magadha, Madraka, K6ra]a, Gahga, Mushaka, 
Pan<Jya, Diamil-i, Choliya, Ajuka (the Aluvas or Alupas, in the 
N.-E of Bauavasi) and Vijayanti. Again, the Aihole inscription 
says that Kirtivarman was a "night of doom to the Najas, the 
Mauryas and the Kadainbus." The Najas probably occupied 
Najavadi (mentioned in plates of VikramAditya I) near Bellary 
and Karnfll districts. The Mauryas were a people of 
Northern Konkan (see Bombay Gazetteer, Vol. I, Part. II., 
page 282). A stone discovered at Vadu in the Thana district 
(see Bombay Gazetteer, Vol. XIV, page 373) mentions the 
Maurya Seketuvarman. We have already spoken of the defeat 
of the Ivadambas a little iiefore 570 A. D. It would appear that 
Kirtivarman defeated a confednration of Kadamba princes 
probably Krishnavarman II and his feudatories. In the 12th 
year of his reign, Kirtivarman had as YuvamaharAja his young 
brother Manga 163a; and it is this prince that-had one of the 
caves of BAdAmi dug in the year 500 of the Stka era, which 
corresponds to 578 A. D. (Ind. Ant., Vol. Ill, page 305 ; Vol. 
VI, page 363; Vol. X, page 58). Kirtivarman married a princess 
of the Sfindr.ika family who was the daughter of SenAnanda 
raja (Chiplun plates, Ep. Ind., Vol. Ill, page 51). Of this 
union was born a son named PuJaWAin II. This prince was 
probably very young when his father died and the crown pas¬ 
sed to Matigalfi&t, the brother for half-brother, Ind. Ant., 
Vol. XIX., page 15) of Kirtivarman I. 

The inscription of Mahakuta which is dated in the 5th 
year oi the reign of Mangalfisa i-e. 601-602 A. D. say (Ind. Ant., 
Vol. XIX, page 7) that tin’s Icing vanquished Buddha, and the 
Nerur plates (Ind. Ant., Vol. VII., page 166) say that he “put 
to flight ^arhkaragana’s son Buddharaja and killed Swamiraja 
of the Chalikya family (see also Ind. Ant., Vol. VI, page 363), 
We have already spoken of the defeat of BuddharAja when 
studying the Kafachuri dynasty. The Aihole inscription (Ep. 



Ind., Vol. VI, No. 1, page 8) says that Mangald& "took in 
marriage the Fortune of the Katachchuris" and seized upon the 
isle of Rdvatl; it was perhaps in this island that Sw&vniraja 
reigned. The Aihoje inscription adds: "when his elder 
brother's son named Polakdffin had formed the resolution to 
wander abroad as an exile, that Mangaldia abandoned together 
with the effort to secure the kingdom for his own son, both 
his kingdom and his life". This event took place in 608 A. D. 
Pulake^in was formally crow ned in the following year. 

The Aihoje inscription (Ep. Ind. Vol. VI, page 4) gives us 
the following description of the exploits of Pitjakd6in II. 

Two chiefs, Appayika and Gdvinda having tried to conquer 
the country to the north of the river Bhima, one is repulsed 
and the other submits and becomes the ally of the ChAlukyas. 
Pulakd&n then lays siege to Vanavasi and subdues the Gafigas, 
the Alupas who reigned in this region, as also the Maurvns of 
Konkau. He then besieges Puri, an important town on the 
coast of the western ocean (Arabian sea); the Latas, the 
Majavas and the Gurjaras surrender as well as the inhabi¬ 
tants of the Vindhyas, the hanks of the Reva and the three 
Mah^rdshtras. in the North-east, Pulakd&n subdues the king, 
doms of Kalinga and Kosala. He seizes the citadel of Pishja- 
pura and lighis near the waters of the Kunaja ; then he turns to 
the south, routs the king of the Pallavas (Mahdndravarmau 1.) 
of Kanchi, crosses the Kaveri, causes "prosperity to the Cholas, 
Keralas, Pandyas" and returns to his capital B£dfimi. These 
exploits look place at the beginning of his reign, circ. 609 A. D. 
The conquest ol the Telugu counlry comprising the districts 
of Godavari, Krishna and Guntur is a landmark in the history 
Of the Deccan, owing to the creation of an important kingdom, 
that of the Eastern Chajukyas. 

11 is noteworthy that the Aihole inscription which bears 
the date 634 A. D. makes no mention of king Harsha Vardhana. 
The documents posterior to it mention the victory gained by 
Pujakd^in over Harsha. It is probable that it was about the 
year 636 A. D. that Harsha vanquished Dhruvasdna II, king of 
Valabhi ; Harsha wished to extend his conquests much more, 
but was stopped by Pulakd&u. This event probably tool* place 
about 637 or 638 A. D. 
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Wo close the ‘'Ancient History of the Deccan" with the year 
610 A. D. At this epoch, PnlakeSm II. has become master of 
the whole of the Deccan ; the Pallavns have been repulsed in 
the south, and all the other old dynasties have been destroyed. 
From 610 A. D. the documents have become raoie numcious, 
and chronology has become more precise ; we enter into a 
new epoch in the history of the Deccan, the middle ages. 

PondicHcny , December 1919. 
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